NOT VOTING—46
Bachman Dickinson Holt Shipstead
Bankhead Dieterich Johnson Btelwer
Black Donahey Logan Thomas, Okla.
Borah Duffy McAdoo Townsend
Bulkley Fletcher McCarran Trammell
Bulow George McNary Tydings
Burke Gerry Metcalfl Vandenberg
Byrd Gibson Norbeck Van Nuys
Byrnes Gore Pittman Wagner
Caraway Hale Pope White
Copeland Harrison Russell
Costigan Hastings Schwellenbach

So the bill was passed.
MISSISSIPPI RIVER FLOOD CONTROL

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Calendar
No. 1731, being Senate bill 3531. ' '

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of the bill (S. 3531) to amend the act en-
titled “An act for the control of floods on the Mississippi
River and its tributaries, and for other purposes”, approved
May 15, 1928, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Commerce with amendments.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I have agreed that the
bill may be temporarily laid aside in order that an oppor-
tunity may be afforded the Senate to consider the alien
deportation bill. It is too late to proceed this evening and,
unless there is objection, I shall now move an executive ses-
sion and later a recess until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none. #

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. ROBINSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to
the consideration of executive business.

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF THE FINANCE COMMITTEE

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Finance, reported
favorably the nominations of sundry doctors to be assistant
surgeons in the United States Public Health Service.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reports will be placed on
the Executive Calendar. If there be no further reports of
committees, the first nomination in order on the calendar
will be stated.

POSTMASTERS

The legislative clerk proceeded to read sundry nominations
of postmasters.

Mr, McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent that nomina-
tions of postmasters an the calendar be confirmed en bloc.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, nominations
of postmasters are confirmed en bloc.

That completes the calendar.

RECESS

The Senate resumed legislative session.

Mr. ROBINSON. I move that the Senate take a recess
until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until tomorrow, Friday, April
3, 1936, at 12 o’clock meridian.

CONFIRMATIONS
Ezxecutive mominations confirmed by the Senate April 2
(legislative day of Feb. 24), 1936
POSTMASTERS
LOUISIANA
Clement Bourgeois, Erath.
Claude R. Moncrief, Golden Meadow.
Theophile P. Talbot, Napoleonville,
MINNESOTA
John A. Peterson, Belview.
Milton H. Hottinger, Bricelyn.
WEST VIRGINIA
Fred M. Robertson, Matoaka.

U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

AUTHENTICATED
GPO
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

THURSDAY, APRIL 2, 1936

The House met at 12 o’clock meridian.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D,
offered the following prayer:

O Thou who takest away the sin of the world, hear our
prayer. To everyone with burdens, to everyone who has
faltered and failed, give to them Thy gracious blessing.
Bring us all back to duties with strong aptitude and clear
vision. Coworking with Thee, we have reasons for new faith
and hope. We pray that there may be a brotherly, happy
contagion running through our associations. Father in
Heaven, grant that we may be kept from isolation, mis-
understanding, and from ignoring the sanctities of friend-
ship. We thank Thee for the love Thou dost inspire, for the
good Thou dost engender, and for the joy Thou dost enkin-
dle. Let the divinity which dwells within us shape our ends,
molding them to grander forms and hewing them into
thoughts that wander through eternity. O allow not self-
interest to stiffen and harden into that permanence from
which tears never flow. Strengthen us with minds true to a
single purpose, and Thine shall be the glory forever. In the
name of our Savior., Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Horne, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate insists upon its amend-
ment to the bill (H. R. 3806) entitled “An act to establish a
commercial airport for the District of Columbia”, disagreed
to by the House; agrees to a further conference with the
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,
and appoints Mr. Kimne, Mr. Typings, and Mr. AusTiN to be
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 11691) entitled “An act
making appropriations for the legislative branch of the Gov-
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1937, and for
other purposes”, disagreed to by the House; agrees to the
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. Typincs, Mr.
Byrnes, Mr, CooLinge, Mr. HaLg, and Mr. TownseND to be
the conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
a concurrent resolution of the following title, in which the
concurrence of the House is requested:

S. Con. Res. 30. Concurrent resolution to recognize April
6, 1936, as Army Day.

THEN AND NOW—1933-1936

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by including a
radio address that I made over the National Broadcasting
Co. network Wednesday night, April 1, 1936.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, under the leave fo ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp I include the following
address, which I delivered over the radio on April 1:

As a Representative in the Congress of the United States, I
welcome the Invitation to speak, over the National Broadcasting
Co. coast-to-coast network, from the Nation’s Capital. In the
limited time allotted to us let us contrast the conditions which
existed at the beginning of this administration in March 1933
with those we find today, and consider the things that have been
done to bring about the improvements which we shall note.

On the 4th day of March of 1933, Herbert Hoover vacated the
White House and turned it over to the man who had been desig-
nated by the people of the United States as his successor. How
many of us will ever forget the condition of this country finan-
clally, economically, and, indeed, soclally, on that fateful day?
Our plight at that moment, after 12 years of control of the Gov-
ernment by those who had been displaced by the votes of the
people, was such that credit had completely ceased to function
and was thoroughly frozen. Every bank in the United States
was closed. The business of the Nation was paralyzed. Long-
suffering farmers came with good reason to fear that agriculture
might never recover from the depths to which it had fallen.
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Labor stood in the market place in idleness, or, in many instances,
worked under conditions only a little less disheartening than
idleness itself. The small home owner had lost or was about to
lose his home, the result of a lifetime of savings. The youth of
the land, full of ambition, was bereft of faith in the country he
was taught to love and was nearly devoid of hope. At that awful
moment in our history, the very security of our country and of
our form of government was in doubt and many earnest citizens
seriously questioned whether our Republic would survive the
crisis. At this point before we consider further the history of the
last 8 years let us recall that men and women turned to their
new President, willingly placed in his hands the problems which
confronted them and their Nation, him with the solemn
responsibility of solving those Emblem.s, stating as they did so
that they were well aware that the burden imposed upon him
was an almost impossible one, begged him to take immediate
action and do the best he could to bring about a solution, and
expressly assured him that if he did not succeed completely they
would not and could not in justice criticize him.

Let me remind you that many of the men and women who so
willingly and eagerly cast their burden on the shoulders of their
newly elected President are the same people who today find fault
because conditions, while admittedly infinitely better than they
were In March of 1933, have not yet reached a state of perfection.

Immediately upon assuming office our President, with a master
stroke, which will never be forgotien, closed every bank in the
United States. These institutions opened only when they were in
proper condition to receive with safety the deposits of the people
of the country. The next move of the administration was the
passage of the Emergency Banking Act under which the banking

m was reorganized and strengthened, and the creation of the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, which operates to guaran-
tee the safety of deposits in both State and Federal banks. Only
a few days ago the Comptroller of Currency announced that de-
posits in national banks had reached an all-time peak and that
the total deposits in the banks of this country had increased by
more than $6,000,000,000 during the past 3 years.

The commerce of the Unifed States in foreign nations dropped
from $9,000,500,000 in 1929 to $3,000,000,000 in 1932, due in part to
high tariffs which cut off foreign trade and retaliatory measures
resulting in loss of foreign markets for American products. Our
domestic industrial production declined from seven billion in 1929
to less than half that figure in 1932, with a consequent reduction in
persons employed in production to a point where nearly 14,000,000
people walked the streets and roads of the United States in a futile
quest for work.

To offset the destructive effects of the high-tariff policy of pre-
ceding administrations Congress authorized reciprocal-trade trea-
ties with foreign nations. These agreements properly construed
will rebuild our foreign commerce on a sound basis. They have
done away with the old logrolling tariff schedule arrangement
and may be revised as experience suggests. Proceeding with its
program Congress appropriated £3,300,000,000 for public works, to
be used in the construction of useful projects throughout the
country both Federal and non-Federal. In every State in the
Union the people are enjoying the benefits of permanent improve-
ments which have resulted from P. W. A, activities, It may be
noted in this connection that there has never been a suspicion of
corruption in connection with the expenditures of this vast sum
of money.

The relief problem of the country was tackled immediately by
the incoming administration. Let us not forget that while the
preceding administration had, until its last days, failed to recog-
nize, as a national problem, the misery and suffering which
accompanied unemployment, the new administration immediately
called a conference In Washington of Governors of States, mayors
of cities, and officers of counties to work out a relief solution.
The President announced in a clear and unmistakable way and
with the approval of the country at large that no man, or woman,
or child would be permitted to starve. Plans were immediately
set in motion for the administration of the relief program in con-
junction with the States. Food, shelter, and clothing were fur-
nished to all who were in need.

The Works Progress Administration was created for the purpose
of giving employment to more than 8,000,000 men and women.
These American cltizens hated the dole system because, as Ameri-
cans, they preferred work at their trades rather than charity from
their Government. Our purpose has been to furnish employment
on public projects and so maintain morale until recovery shall
have progressed to the point where private industry affords suffi-
cient opportunity. All of these public plans had their source in
the States and were approved by the States; not one of them orig-
inated in Washington.

The agricultural problem was one of the first to which attention
was directed after the inauguration. We are all familiar with the
unprecedented efforts put forth to better farm prices and farm
conditions generally. The people of Nebraska, whom I have the
honor to represent, know of those efforts because of what they
meant in dollars and cents. Between March of 1933 and January
1 of the present year, prices of farm products increased as follows:
Wheat, from 31 to 91 cents per bushel; corn, from 13 to 53 cents
per bushel; oats, from 10 to 24 cents per bushel; hogs, from §3 to
$8.70 per hundredweight, and so on throughout the full list of
farm products.

Since the Supreme Court decision a substitute farm-relief bill,
the Boll Conservation Act, has been passed for the purpose of
preserving land fertility, preventing loss through erosion. One
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of the aims of the law i8 to return fair rewards to farmers for
their work in the form of reasonable prices for their products.

The administration then created the Home Owners Loan Cor-
poration, to save homes throughout the Nation by refinancing
on long-term payments and low rates of interest. The Federal
Housing Administration set up by Congress resulted in a stimula-
tion of the bullding industry so that for the last 3 months of
1935 .the number of building permits for residences alone in-
creased 250 percent over the last 4 months of the preceding
year of 1034, and this in spite of the fact that the agency was
begun only in the summer of 1934. A gain in production of
durable and heavy goods has immediately followed this increase
in the building industries and trades. r

The Reconstruction Finance Corporation was organized under
President Hoover but its activities had been limited to the advance
of funds to the great corporations, such as the $80,000,000 fur-
nished to the Dawes’ bank of Chicago. However, under the
present administration, billions of dollars have been loaned to
farmers on their products, as well as to closed banks, agricul-
tural credit companies, railroads, and mortgage loan companies.
Funds have been made available for projects which are self-
liquidating and in which the Government advance is sound and
secure. Practically every phase of business, commerce, industry,
and agriculture has been assisted by the Government through
the agency of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation.

The next advance step by this administration was the estab-
lishment of the Securities Exchange Commission for the protec-
tion of American investors in securities. This one piece of legis-
lation, it is fairly estimated, has saved the citizens of this country
hundreds of millions of dollars.

Later the Civillan Conservation Corps was established. It
snatched a hall million young men from idleness, from despair,
and from possible moral degradation, and enabled them to carry
on as upstanding citizens, capable of making economic and
spiritual contributions to the country whose Government had
strengthened them morally, physically, and intellectually.

It is not possible in this broadcast to review in more detail the
tremendous program of welfare and recovery undertaken by the
Rocsevelt administration. Nothing human is perfect. This truth
was never better demonstrated than in the efforts made by pre-
vious administrations during the 12 years preceding March of 1933.
We do not claim perfection, but we do claim that we have exerted
ourselves on behalf of the common man, the average citizen, here-
tofore unprotected, as well as on behalf of all business, industry,
commerce, and agriculture. The administration’s record in the
interest of the farmer, the home owner, the worker, and the small
businessman has no parallel in the history of this Nation. Tha
recovery of all lines of business, since the dark days of 1933, like-
wise has no equal in our country's history in a similar period of
time.

Let us consider a few instances of the recovery which has taken
El;ce since 1933. The total annual income of the American people

risen from thirty-nine billion to fifty-four billion dollars.

Farm income has increased by $3,000,000,000. The value of
securities of the New York Stock Exchange has grown from fifty-
four billions to eighty-six billions. Two million homes have been
saved for their owners. Commercial failures have dropped from
81,800 to 12,185, and liabilities of failed institutions have decreased
nearly $700,000,000. Industrial production was 63 percent of normal
in 1932. It was 88 percent of normal in 1935. Employment was
64 percent of normal in 1832, It was 82 percent of normal in 1935,
Pay rolls were 46 percent of normal in 1932 and 70 percent of normal
in 1935. Registration of passenger automobiles increased from
20,000,000 in 1932 to more than 25,000,000 in 1935. Industrial pro-
duction increased from thirty-one billions in 1832 to more than
forty-five billions in 1935. The total of income of the 15 leading
industries of the Nation in the year 19356 was 33.9 percent greater
than in the year 1934.

These facts and figures are cited as high lights to illustrate the
actual recovery which has been made under the Roosevelt admin-
istration. In 1932 the United States Government sold United
States Government bonds on the financial market as low as 82.
Today Government bonds are selling as high as 115, although the
Interest rate has been reduced and the public debt increased.
During the war period our national debt was enlarged from about
$1,000,000,000 to #26,000,000,000. As a result of laws passed under
the Wilson administration, this debt was reduced by £10,000,000,000
in the 10 years following the war. Under the Hoover administra-
tion our debt rose from sixteen to about twenty-one billions.
During the present administration it has risen to about 31,500,-
000,000, of which figure about four billions represent amply secured
advances to private and public corporations which will be repaid to
the Government. Within the last 3 weeks the stability and financial
security of our Nation has been demonstrated in a positive and
certain way. A billion and a quarter of low-interest-bearing Gov-
ernment securities were offered to the public and were not only all
purchased but were enormously oversubscribed. As recovery con-
tinues the amount of emergency-relief expenditures diminish and
Government revenues mount, Thus will our national debt be re-
duced as recovery marches on. In the reading room of the House
of Representatives are newspapers from all the great cities of this
country. Minority party leaders frequently call attention to edi-
torials in antiadministration papers, bitterly condemning the re-
covery efforts of the party in power, but they carefully omit any
reference to the long lists of corporate reports appearing on the

financial pages of the same issue—reports which prove conclusivel
the upward trend of general business activity. -
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I promised to cite examples showing the contrast between 1933
and 1936. My references are all based on accepted statistics. We
have not reached the goal we hoped to attain. Relief and unem-
ployment are matter of grave concern, though both are definitely
improved. Public expenditures, while they have been substantially
reduced, necessarily continue to be large. But I ask, “Who among
us would not shudder with horror at the thought of returning to
the status quo of March 1933?" We are obviously proceeding along
the road to a real, sound prosperity. It is not “around the corner.”
It is in plain sight. We are rapidly marching toward it, and we
shall reach it if we proceed courageously and with humane con-
slderation.

We have a common heritage in America of freedom and oppor-
tunity. The present administration is trying to preserve that herit-
age. Our program is based upon truth that a chain is no stronger
than its frailest link and that when we strengthen the weak we
preserve the strong. Proceeding on this principle we shall establish
a sound economic and social security for all the people of our
beloved country.

MY LEGISLATIVE RECORD

Mr. MORITZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the REcorp and include therein some
excerpts from old speeches and bills that I have introduced.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. MORITZ. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp I include excerpts from speeches pre-
viously made by me and certain newspaper articles; also a
list of bills introduced by me, a record of my vofes in the
House, and my platform, as follows:

(Refer to CongressioNAL Recorp for full text of speeches.)

THE SoLpIErs’ BONUS
March 21, 1935

Mr. DoucuaToN. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MogrIrz].

Mr, MogriTz. Mr. Chairman, I wish to go on record as favoring the
immediate payment of the soldiers' bonus.

FrLoop RELIEF
April 1, 1936

Mr. MorrTz. Mr. Chairman, I am in complete sympathy with any
bill that will affect the small-home owner and the poor people.
I suppose this bill is principally for the assistance of the small-
home owner and the wage earners who cannot borrow great sums of
money from banks. That must have been the thought in the mind
of the members of the committee. A liberal policy should be pur-
sued in reference to this matter, but at the same time we
must recognize the responsibility of the R. F. C.

The loans provided for in this bill are for the owners of small
homes or small business establishments. I hope the Members will
liberalize the requirements, because even the business people in
Pittsburgh now have no money and no way of borrowing any
money, because their resources have been washed away by the flood.
Unless the restrictions are removed and the terms made very liberal,
this bill will be a mere gesture and will do no good whatever,

OLp-AGE PENSION
April 16, 1935

Mr. Samuer B. Hmv. Mr. Chairman, I yleld to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MorITz].

Mr., Moritz. Mr. Chairman, I believe today is an epochal day
in the history of humane legislation. No person or party could
be responsible for this legislation except those who are progres-
sive-minded. Ten years ago anyone who proposed legislation for
an old-age pension would have been considered a radical, but at
the present time conditions have changed.

Now, I would be very sorry if what the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. McGroArTY] sald should come to pass. He main-
tained—and I think he is correct—that those States that cannot
raise the money to pension their aged will not obtain an old-age
pension from the Federal Government. I want to say that the
State of Pennsylvania, one of the richest States in the Nation,
is at the present time bankrupt. It can scarcely pay the salaries
of their own employees. I hope we are not going through an
empty gesture in this legislation, but that the old people will get
their pensions, which they deserve. [Applause.]

THE RIGHT TO LIVE
March 28, 1935

The Speager. Under the special rule, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. MoriTz] is recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. Mor1Tz. Mr. Speaker, at this time I rise to speak on taxation.
At the present time, it seems to me, we are asking for billions of
dollars and we are requesting people in business to pay taxes,
not knowing how they are getting along. Just as you cannot hold
the reins of a horse and tell him to “get up", just as you cannot
put both feet on the brakes of an automobile and turn on the
gas, likewise you cannot expect business to revive and go on while
taxing it to the full extent. We wonder why business does not
revive. It cannot revive if everything that business has is taxed.
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ANTILYNCHING
June 14, 1935

Mr. Morrrz. Friends, I deem it a rare privilege to address you on
a practice that has gone further toward destroying our civilization,
returning to an age of persecution and barbarism, and destroying
the finest principles of Americanism than any plague that had
ever infested this country.

I refer to that despicable, cowardly, criminal form of lawless-
ness that should be ranked as public enemy no. 1 of law and
order, namely, lynching.

We shudder as we review the dark, dim days of Salem witch-
craft when superstition condemned many innocent victims to
horrible death, to the days of the guillotine when human beings
were beheaded to satisfy the whim of some monarch. Yet in this
year of our Lord, 1935, we tolerate—and in some instances up-
hold—the mob that steals in under a blanket of darkness, defies
the very law created for our protection, and condemns to horrible
death some poor soul without so much as a hearing.

CIRCULATION OF MONEY
January 15, 1936

Mr. Morrrz. Mr, Chalrman, * * * I would like to call your
attention to the years it took to get the Patman soldiers’ bonus bill
in the present status. The vote yesterday was 218 to 100 to dis-
charge the Committee on Ways and Means on the Patman bonus
bill, What would have been the result 7 years ago?

Is there anybody who would contend that the money put in
circulation at present by the $5,000,000,000 appropriated by Con-
gress is not responsible for the betterment of the present condi-
tions? Is there anyone who would contend that the $5,000,000
put out by General Motors as a Christmas gift was not responsible
for the big Christmas boom in Detroit, Flint, and Lansing, Mich.?
Would anybody contend that when the soldiers are paid their bonus
that prosperity will not be given another boost?

CONGRESSMAN MOoRrITZ'S PLEA FOR THE COAL MINER
August 16, 1935

Mr. Morrrz. Mr, Chairman, * * * I remember years ago, in
1902, it took Theodore Roosevelt's intervention to pacify the then
intense strike. I remember not so many years ago it was taken
as a matter of course that the poor miner be cheated openly as to
the credit he received for the amount of work he produced. In
other words, when the miner filled a coal car and it weighed so
many pounds, the coal operators just arbitrarily lessened the
weight. Now the miners have an impartial weighmaster on the
tipple who gives him the correct weight of the amount of work
that he does. I remember when a miner filled the car and if it
did not have a “hump” on it, which means the surplus coal, which
was above the amount to fill car, the operator sent the car
back to the mine and told the miner to put a “hump” on it, for
which the miner received no pay.

At this time we are horrified to be aware of this downright heart-
less cheating, but it took many years of strenuous effort and even
bloodshed to get these ordinary reforms. Now we are confronted
with a bill that gives the least of these forgotten men another
“ray of sunshine.”

Brack-LerTER DAY, May 18, 1920
January 29, 1936

Mr. Morrrz. Mr. Chalrman, I wish to speak on the subject of
money. May 18, 1920, to my mind, ought to be put down as a big
black-letter day, because it was on that date that the Federal
Reserve System contracted the currency, and from that date the
depression started.

Mr. Chairman, I belleve the time is fast approaching when great
numbers of our citizens are commencing to ask embarrassing
guestions of Members of this Congress.

Finally, the question I am never able to answer any constituents
is this, Why does Congress not take over the whole Federal Reserve
Bystem, lock, stock, and barrel, paying its private owners in full
what they paid for their stock with 6 percent from its date of pur-
chase, less any dividends that may have been paid, and with that
System as an agency of Congress, build a central bank, a monetary
authority, a fiscal agency of the United Stales that will keep the
supply of credit and currency adequate and safe; that will control
inflation and deflation; that will raise price levels and destroy the
greatest enemy of the Nation—the Federal Reserve System, with its
private control of money? [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mz. Morrrz OpPoses THE ToLLs
August 5, 1935

Mr. Morrrz. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Morrrz: Page 2, line 7, strike out all
of lines 7 to 23, both inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof:

“Sec. 2. No toll or other charge shall be made for the use of the
said bridges or any of them or the approaches to them or any of
them, and no toll or charge shall be made for the use of such
other public works or improvements as may be associated with sald
bridges and approaches™

- ® * L] - - ®
ReGULATION oF PuBLic-UTiLiTy HOLDING COMPANIES
July 1, 1935

Mr. Morrrz. Mr. Chairman, * * *

To be sure, thousands of innocent investors—widows, orphans,
churches, and hospitals—have lost milllons of dollars to the
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unprincipled promoters of these holding companies; but there is
no way in which that already lost can be regained, and all we
can do is to enact such laws as will maké it impossible for such a
Nation-wide catastrophe to happen again.

The holding companies tell in their circulars and advertising
about the wonderful assistance they have rendered to operating
companies in the way of financing expansions and interconnec-
tions and in supplying management advice. Undoubtedly much
advantage has been afforded in these directions, but at what a
price. But there is nothing in this bill to preclude the continu-
ance of such assistance.

WaeNeEr LaBOR ACT
June 19, 1935

Mr. Morrrz. Mr. Chairman, I thank the chairman for so gra-
ctonﬂymm;memsoppormnrtytotakemymndmplm
myself on record fi labor.

mmnwmhmamumwwmmtmtm-
mortal document, the Declaration of Independencé, are the rights
to life, to liberty, and to the pursuit of happiness. It is to be
noted that the right to live, being first mentioned, is regarded as
paramount. Yet under present conditions in the United States
millions of people are denied the right to live except upon the
charity of government.

CHAIN Stores Bear Our PusLic
May 16, 1935

Mr. Morrrz. Mr. ¢ * ¢ T will not argue that the
chain store cheats you at every turn by weights; that few people
can long hold down a job at a chain unless he can “produce.” I

in getting the independents the same buying power as the chains

and let free competition be the peoples’ safety valve to lower the

price.

STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN THEODORE L. MORITZ, REFRESENTING THE
THIRTY-SECOND DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA (PrrTs-
BURGH ), FEBRUARY 6, 1935—HEARINGS ON THE LUNDEEN BILL

Mr. Morrrz. I would not go that far; I am for the Government
staying out of private enterprise, but I do wish that the public-
service commission would give the people of Pittsburgh some real
relief. We have 814 cents carfare, 25 cents bus fare. A taxicab, to
go a mile, costs you 65 cents. There are 62 subsidiary companies
owning our Pittsburgh Railways Co., each one of them having to
get a profit before the car passenger is thought of. Just think of
that. The city of Pittsburgh is just in a nest of extortionists.

Morrrz FicHTS SHERIFFS' SALES

THEODORE L. MoRrITZ is awaiting a reply from President Roosevelt
to a telegram sent yesterday urging a moratorium on sheriffs’ sales.

MorrTz, who is Mayor McNair's secretary, and Congressman-elect
from the Thirty-second District, was urged to act by groups of
citizens who declared they were in danger of losing their homes.

He sent this telegram to the President:

“Dear Smm: Citizens are in distress. Please call immediate mora-
torium on sheriff's sales.”

Bris AND REsoLUTIONS INTRODUCED BY HoN. THEODORE L. MORITZ

H.R.6461. A bill to increase the salaries of chief clerks and
clerks, employees of the railroad companies.

H.J. Res. 533. Joint resolution to provide for relief of the floods
in Allegheny County, Pa.

H.R.T984. A bill to regulate traffic and trade, protect small busi-
ness houses and industry, promote orderly marketing, encourage
individual initiative, decentralize business, and give the consumers
the benefit of free competition denied them by chain ownership
and operation, holding companies, and interlocking directorates.

H. Res. 397. Resolution providing for a committee of five Mem-
bers of the House to investigate the excessive taxes now being
paid the Government on liquors,

H.R.6765. A bill to relieve the present distress of home owners
and to prevent foreclosures and to declare a temporary mora-
torium by providing a loan of $§300 to a mortgagor, which sum
must be paid to the mortgagee for interest due or which may be
due in the future.

H.R.7732. A bill to reduce the rent of houses and apartments
for Government employees in the District of Columbia, to en-
courage the investment of idle capital, to pui laboring men to
work, to take men off of relief rolls and put them on pay rolls,
and to reduce the hazard of disease.

H. R. 8808. A bill to require that the name of the writer of every
editorial article be appended to each copy thereof deposited in tha
mails or shipped in interstate or foreign commerce.

H.R.4353. A bill to provide each Congressman with $1,000,000
to be spent in his congressional district to build homes which will
not rent for more than $20 per month,

H.J.Res.417. Joint resolution directing the President of the
United States of America to proclaim October 11 of each year
General Pulaski’s Memorial Day for the observance and commemo-
ration of the death of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pulaski,
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H.R. 6026. A bill to promote the general welfare of the citizens
of the United States by the exercise of the police powers of the
Government through the imposition of an excise charge upon the
privilege of the use and enjoyment of large landholdings, based
upon their unimproved value, and a special excise charge with
mapect to the carrying on or doing business by corporations, joint~

companies, or associations

E J.Res. 548. Joint resolution to permit articles imported from
foreign countries for the purpose of rehabilitation in the flood
areas to be admitted without payment of tariff,

VOTED FOR

1. $4,800.000,000 relief fund.

2. To extend Reconstruction PFinance Oorpomt:lon 2 years.

8. Boldier bonus bill.

4. Old-age pensions,

5. Wagner's Labor Act.

6. Guffey coal bill.

7. Control of public-utility holding companies,

8. Additional home-mortgage relief.

9. To prevent profiteering in time of war,

10. Railroad Retirement Pension Act.

g 'ir‘en.ntfsee Valley Authority

oritz amendment to bit toll es on bri in

Allsgheny i thl charg dges

13. Townsend old-age pension.

14. Vocational educational training.

VOTED AGAINST
1. “Gag rule”
2. Retiring Supreme Court judges with pension.
3. Merchant Marine Act.
4. Tolls on Allegheny River bridges.
5. To increase the number of Federal judges.
6. Increase the pay of retiring Army officers.
MY PLATFORM

1. I advocate the upholding of the Constitution of the Unlted
Btates, particularly section 8, article I, namely, “Gongresa
have power to coin money and regulate the value thereof.” Thl.s

should not be delegated to private interests.

2. I advocate an adequate old-age and widows’' pension. As a
humanitarian I believe that a family should not be separated in
the twilight of life and cast into various almshouses.

3. i](Z"elanclorse the 16 points of the National Union for Social

THE LYNCHING RECORD

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and include therein an
editorial from the Birmingham News of March 22, 1936.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DIRESEN. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp I include the following
editorial from the Birmingham News of March 22, 1936:

[From the Birmingham (Ala.) News of Mar. 22, 1036]
A SIGNIFICANT STUDY OF THE LYNCHING RECORD

The Commission on Interracial Cooperation has just published
a report summarizing the results of a careful study of all lynch-
ings in the United States in the last 5 years. The facts cited are
all significant, and in some instances startling.

The most astounding fact brought out by this study is that, of
the 84 persons lynched in the 5-year period, nearly half were
either unaccused of crime or else were charged only with minor
offenses. To be exact, in 41 percent of the cases the victims either
were not only innocent of any crime, but were not even accused
of any, or else were with offenses of a minor nature. To
that record of cruel injustice is added the fact that of the other
59 percent of mob victims in the last 5 years, many were found,
on investigation, to have been innocent of the crimes with which
they were charged.

Highly significant also is the fact that only one-fourth of the
victims were accused of actual or attempted assaults upon women.
This may surprise many persons, since it 1s generally thought that
this is the chief cause of lynchings. It does not surprise those
who have followed the lynching record closely, and who know
that this offense, while it accounts for only a fourth of the lynch-
ings, is used more than anything else to keep alive the mod
spirit. A further fact brought out in the report is that in a number
of these cases the commission's investigators could find no con-
vincing evidence of guilt.

With all else that is to be said agalnst lynching—against its
barbarity, against the violence it does to our institutions of law
and orderly justice—surely such facts as these should serve to
make all people of one mind in condemning the practice. At
least everyone can agree that, when nearly half the victims of
mobs are either unaccused or charged with only minor offense,
and many of the rest are innocent of the crimes of which they
are accused, lynching is certainly a very imefficlent instrument.

ARMY DAY
Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of Senate Concurrent Resolu-
tion 30.
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution 30.

Mr. SNELL. Reserving the right to object, what is the
object of the resolution?

Mr. McSWAIN. This is the nineteenth anniversary of the
declaration of war against Germany. This does not have
the force of law; it is only.a concurrent resolution request-
ing the President to order the military units throughout the
United States to assist civic bodies in appropriate celebra-
tions to such extent as he may deem advisable.

Mr, SNELL. It does not mean a holiday?

Mr. McSWAIN. Oh, no; and it does not cost anything,
either.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

SBenate Concurrent Resolution 30

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concur-
ring), That Monday, April 6, 1936, be recognized by the Senate and
House of Representatives of the United States of America as Army
Day, and that the President of the United States be requested, as
Commander in Chief, to order military units throughout the United
States to assist civic bodies in appropriate celebration to such ex-
tent as he may deem advisable; to issue a proclamation declaring
April 6, 1936, as Army Day, and in such proclamation to invite the
Governors of the various States to issue Army Day proclamations.

The resolution was agreed to, and a motion to reconsider
was laid on the table.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
indefinite leave of absence for my colleague, Mr, Cary,
on account of serious illness.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

COMPACTS AND AGREEMENTS AMONG STATES

Mr. CLARK of North Carolina, from the Committee on
Rules, reported the following privileged resolution for print-
ing under the rule:

House Resolution 476 (Rept. No. 2344)

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution it shall be
in order to move that the House resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the ~onsidera-
tion of H. R. 12037, a bill relating to compacts and agreements
among States in which tobacco is produced providing for the con-
trol of production of, or commerce in, tobacco in such States, and
for other purposes. That after general debate, which shall be
confined to the bill and continue not to exceed 2 hours, to be
equally divided and controlled by the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Agriculture, the bill shall be
read for amendment under the 5-minute rule. At the conclusion
of the reading of the bill for amendment, the Committee shall
rise and report the same to the House with such amendments as
may have been adopted, and the previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amendments thereto to final pas-
sage without intervening motion except one motion to recommit,
with or without instructions.

STATE, JUSTICE, COMMERCE, AND LABOR DEPARTMENTS APPROPRIA-
TION BILL, 1937

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
resolve into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R.
12098) making appropriations for the Departments of State
and Justice, and for the judiciary, and for the Departments of
Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1937, and for other purposes; and pending that motion, may
I ask the lady from California as to the division of time?
My feeling is that we had better run along in general debate
through the day, the time to be equally divided between the
lady from California and myself.

Mrs. KAHN. That will be agreeable to us.

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that general debate be continued today, the time to be
equally divided between the lady from California and myself.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from South Carolina?

There was no objection.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr, HARLAN
in the chair,

The Clerk read the title of the bill,
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Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 1 hour.

I think it proper before entering into any discussion of
this bill which I have the honor to present to the House,
that I pause to pay tribute to the distinguished chairman of
the subcommittee, Judge Wirriam B. Oriver, of Alabama,
who has so ably and zedlously guided the legislative destinies
of this bill since the Seventy-second Congress. Fortified as
he is with a brilliant mind and having a conscientious regard
for the performance of his duty, and bringing to his position
as chairman years of experience as a member of the Appro-
priations Committee, it is with deep regret that due to his
extended illness the committee has not been favored with his
presence and wise counsel in its hearings, or in its delibera-
tions attendant upon the presentation of the bill fo the
House. Conservation of one’s health is a consideration sec-
ond to none, and we are indeed happy in the knowledge that
Judge OLIVER, in giving the matter of protecting his health
its proper due at the insistence of every member of the
committee, is showing a continuing improvement in his con-
dition. I shall hence endeavor, to the best of my ability, to
assume the responsibility which heretofore he so ably per-
formed, of piloting this measure through its legislative paths.

I might add that I, too, want to express my appreciation
to the members of the subcommittee who have so ably as-
sisted me in the preparation of this bill. For some 6 weeks
we sat daily conducting the hearings incident to the bill
covering these four departments. The committee consisted
of the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Cary; the gentleman
from Georgia, Mr. Tarver; the gentleman from Illinois,
Mr. McAxprews; the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. RABAUT;
and my Republican colleague the genfleman from New York,
Mr. Bacon, and the gentlewoman from California, Mrs. Kauan,
It has been a pleasure to me to have the able assistance of
these colleagues in the conduct of the hearings and the
preparation of this bill.

I cannot, however, pass this compliment along without also
saying a word in behalf of our able and affable clerk, Mr.
Jack K. McFall. [Applause.] He has been our right bower
and on every occasion has been on the job and served us in
a manner that has been absolutely essential in the conduct
of our work.

In order not to unnecessarily burden the House with an ex-
tended discussion of the one hundred and seventy-odd
separate appropriating items in the bill, many of which could
be made the subject of a separate address, I shall endeavor to
confine myself to the major changes that the committee has
made in comparison with last year's appropriations, touch-
ing, in the course thereof, on such collateral matters of
policy or factual information, that in my opinion the mem-
bership of the House will be interested in having brought
to their attention. The report accompanying the bill is
quite complete in its detail, so, should I fail to cover any
subject that individual Members might be interested in, I
commend to their perusal the reading of the report on the
bill which will, in all likelihood, contain reference to the
subject desired together with an explanation of the com-
mittee’s action on the matter of the appropriations con-
nected therewith.

As an incidental observation, I may say that we have
been engaged continuously since February 3 in conducting
hearings with the different department heads, in arriving
at the amounts we have recommended for the various ac-
tivities, and in preparing the bill and the report for the
consideration of Congress. The Secretary of State, the
Secretary of Commerce, the Attorney General, and the Sec-
retary of Labor each appeared before us and presented his
arguments in behalf of the sums requested, which assisted the
committee materially in determining the need of each de-
partment for funds to carry on its work. Our task has been
difficult, and if the recommendations of the committee are
accepted by you and the future should prove that some
errors of judgment have been made, we shall beg your
indulgence and make such further recommendations to re-
pair our mistakes as the circumstances of the case may
warrant. We have not taken unto ourselves the doctrine of
infallibility in the fulfillment of our committee duties, but
have performed our task to the best of our ability.
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The bill H. R. 12098 as it is before you carries appropria-
tions for the four Departments of State, Justice, Commerce,
and Labor. In the fiscal year 1936, that is, the present
fiscal year, appropriations totaling $106,767,326 were made.
For the next fiscal year, 1937, the Budget estimates carry
a total of $122,651,577. Your committee is recommending an
appropriation of $114467,400, which is an increase of
$17,700,074 over the total for 1936, but is less by $8,184,177
than the estimates submitted by the President through the
Budget.

It might be well to give more than passing consideration to
this increase of $7,700,074 over the 1936 appropriations.
Without making any allowance for the general increases in
the Department of Justice items due to an upward trend in
crime, the entire increase is offset by the increased appro-
priations for construction, which are capital expenditures,
plus the amounts required for carrying out new laws passed
by Congress during the past session. In fact, if the appro-
priations for these two purposes are deducted from the ap-
propriations for 1936, the amount carried in the bill for the
next year would be approximately $1,000,000 less than appro-
priations for the current year. I shall ask unanimous
consent at this point to insert as a part of my remarks a
table of eight lines which will serve to illustrate this point
by showing the different items and amounts involved in this
calculation. ]

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

The statement referred to is as follows:

Increase by principal items over appropriation for 1936

Construction items:
Channel rectification and flood control on Rio

Grande (Mexican Boundary Commission)._. $2, 800, 000
Construction of penal institutions, jails, ete.
(2305 v ket yul ol s Ui b e BT E R 8 o 2, 850, 000
Appropriations necessitated by new laws passed at
last session of Congress:
Grants to States and administration of Social
Security Act (Children's Bureau) - oe o ___ 2, 927, 000
Administration of Davis-Bacon prevalling wage
law (Secretary's Office, Department of Labor) . 39, 000
Bituminous Coal Labor Board established by
Guflfey-Snyder Act (Department of Labor)... 81, 000

Total increases due to new laws and construc-
O R e T e S i o s i i 8B, 687, 000
Less: Total increase for all items in the bill over 1836. -7, 900, 074

Excess of increases for new laws and construc-
tion over total net increase in appropriations
for 1937 as compared with 1986 . 796, 926

Mr. McMILLAN. The reduction of $8,184,177 which the
committee is recommending be made in the Budget estimates
represents a decrease of approximately 7 percent.

One of the matters of most general concern to the com-
mittee is the ever-increasing cost of communication service
in the various agencies covered in this bill. It appears that
one of the principal causes contributing to this increased
cost is the all too frequent use of the long-distance telephone
for transacting Government business. In some cases, the use
of this form of communication is undoubtedly necessary and
justified and it would not be the disposition of any fair-
minded person to deny the use of the telephone in emergent
cases. On the contrary, evidence has been presented to the
committee establishing that in many instances the long-dis-
tance telephone has been used purely as a matter of con-
venience when, as far the the expeditious handling of the
business under consideration is concerned, the information
could just as well have been conveyed either by the use of
air mail or by telegraph, with a corresponding substantial
reduction in cost. The committee has communicated to all
heads of departments its views on this subject, and I may
say that next year when we again take up the question of
supply funds with the various administrative officials, we
shall take especial note of the progress which has been made
in reducing the cost of the communications services.

Another subject of some moment that I, in company with
the committee, desire to call to your attention is the admin-
istrative promotions that are being made in some of the
departments supplied with funds in this bill. In some de-
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partments what approaches wholesale promotions have been
made with funds accruing from lapses in the salary appro-
priation due to deaths, resignations, transfers, and so forth, of
employees, while in some instances funds allowed for addi-
tional employees upon a showing of need have been diverted
from the purpose for which they were requested and applied
instead of giving salary promotions to employees already on
the pay roll. The use of appropriated funds to make pro-
motions by this latter-named method in my opinion amounts
to nothing short of a breach of faith with the committee,
and as far as I am concerned when evidence of this method
of operation is presented to any committee of which I am a
member, I shall make my views known in no uncertain man-
ner, and use what persuasive powers I may have to effect
proper remedy. With respect to the use of money saved by
lapses to make these promotions, it is realized that a some-
what different picture is presented and that administrative
officials in authorizing salary increases out of funds accumu-
lated in this manner are acting within their entire rights
under the law. To the knowledge of the committee, in at
least one department of the Government no administrative
promotions have been made since 1932, while in other de-
partments increases running into the hundreds in number
and into thousands of dollars additional cost have been
made during the present fiscal year. It would seem, there-
fore, that in order to assure some uniformity on these pro-
motions throughout the different branches of the Govern-
ment, consideration should be given to this subject by the
budgetary authorities. To permit the present conditions of
unbridled administrative discretion in the matter of promo-
tions to continue, is to perpetuate a most unhealthy condi-
tion and provoke dissatisfaction among employees of other
departments.

Before discussing the items under the various Department
headings, I desire to call attention to the Public Works ap-
propriations that have been inserted in the bill. The dis-
tinguished chairman of the committee, Mr. Bucranan, has
seen fit to have the individual items in the Public Works
chapter of the Budget for 1937 considered by the subcom-
mittee, under whose jurisdiction the department charged
with the expenditure of the appropriations requested would
properly fall. The effect of this procedure was to charge
this committee with the responsibility of considering re-
quests for appropriations for this purpose totaling
$8,600,000. This involved estimates amounting to $3,800,000
for rectification of the channel, the continuation of a pro-
gram of flood control, and the construction of a dam—all
on, or in connection with, the Rio Grande in Texas. The
work is to be performed under the directorship of the In-
ternational Boundary Commission, United States and
Mexico. The other work, involving an expenditure of
$4,900,000, is a program of constructing additions to some
few penal institutions, dwelling houses for employees of
the prison service, development work on MecNeil Island,
Wash., and to provide for the erection of three new Federal
jails, all to be performed under the supervision of the
Bureau of Prisons, Department of Justice.

We have given extended consideration to these requests
for funds to make these capital expenditures outlined in the
preceding paragraph, resulting in a committee recommenda-
tion that the House concur in a total appropriation of
$5,350,000 for this construction. This amount, if approved,
will effect a reduction of $2,950,000 in the Budget estimates.

In explanation of this substantial decrease, I may say
that $1,000,000 of it is represented by the elimination of an
item for the construction of a diversion dam on the Rio
Grande. It appears that the total authorization that Con-
gress has made for the expense of erecting this dam is
$1,000,000. The committee has been informed, however, by
Mr. L. W. Lawson, the American Commissioner of the Mexi-
can Boundary Commission, that the dam cannot be com-
pleted within the limits of the authorization and that to
bring about such completion an appropriation of $400,000
additional would be required. I may say here that the
policy of our committee will be to deny all appropriations
for any projected public works if the evidence indicates
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that the entire construction cannot be completed within the
limits of the amount authorized to be appropriated by Con-
gress. To do otherwise would be to place at the doorstep
of the legislative committee having jurisdiction the practical
necessity for making the additional authorization required
to complete the project in question in order to prevent abso-
lute wastage of the appropriations already made. Such a
procedure could never be conducive to economical govern-
ment.

We are asking the House to concur in the appropriations
requested for the flood-control and channel-rectification
work on the Rio Grande. The total contained in the bill for
the continuation of these two projects alone totals
$2,800,000—$1,600,000 for the former and $1,200,000 for the
latter., Allotments have been made from P. W. A. funds in
amounts aggregating more than $7,000,000 to carry on this
flood-control and channel-rectification work in cooperation
with the Mexican Government, and the funds that are now
carried will continue the work. There will be required, at a
future date, about $4,400,000 in additional appropriations to
complete both projects.

I will now address myself to the major items of interest
bearing on the appropriations for each of the four depart-
ments covered in the bill.

STATE DEPARTMENT

The bill, as we have presented it to the House, carries ap-
propriations totaling $17,654,000. While this represents an
increase of $1,542,466 over the appropriations for the present
fiscal year, it is less than the Budget estimates by $1,474,250.
It should be noted that the increase over the 193€ appro-
priations is more than offset by the $2,600,000 for this con-
struction work on the Rio Grande in Texas, to which I
have just made reference. In fact, but for these construc-
tion projects, the total would be less than the appropriations
for the current year by more than $1,000,000.

One of the items of most general interest to the House,
as far as the present activities of the State Department
are concerned, is the reciprocal-trade-agreement program.
In the course of the hearings considerable information was
adduced bearing on the status of the program, the countries
with which treaties have been consummated, those nations
with whom we are negotiating, and other facts pertinent to
the general subject. Reference to the index of the State
Department hearings will give page references to the differ-
ent places throughout the course of the hearings where the
subject was discussed. This most difficult and exacting task
is being consummated under the able stewardship of Mr.
H. P. Grady, Chief of the Division of Trade Agreements.

Passport Division: One of the best indications of return-
ing prosperity is the number of passports that are issued
by the Passport Division of the State Department for people
traveling abroad. When people have money to spend they
frequently travel; when they travel they must have pass-
ports. The Passport Division issued some 118,000 passports
last calendar year as compared with about 112,000 in the
calendar year 1934. This division of the Department, so
efficiently directed by Mrs. Ruth B. Shipley, annually turns
into the Treasury from passport fees many hundreds of
thousands of dollars in excess of the modest cost of main-
taining the unit in the Department and the five offices in
the field.

Foreign Service Personnel Board: It was indeed pleasing
to the committee to learn that through the splendid accom-
plishments of the Foreign Service Personnel Board there has
been realized a definite improvement in the morale of our
Foreign Service personnel. Without fear or favor, this
Board, composed of certain officials of the State Department,
has been engaged in effecting, if I may use the vernacular,
a “weeding out” of those Foreign Service officers whose rec-
ords have been such as to make their continuance as repre-
sentatives of this Government undesirable. Strict stand-
ards of health and efficiency have been prescribed, and those
not measuring up to these standards have been placed on
the retired roll. The immediate effect of the retirement of
some 60 Foreign Service officers by this method is to provide
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vacancies that can be filled by new blood and to hold out to
the new men entering the Service the possibilities of ad-
vancement in grade and salary if they conscientiously per-
form their duties and measure up to the requirements of
conduct, health, and ability.

For the past 4 years, due to the necessities for economy, it

has not been possible for the State Department to bring any
of its Foreign Service officers back to this country on leaves
of absence. In many far-away countries of the world offi-
cers are stationed who have not returned to their homeland
for 6 years. The value of having these men brought back to
the United States at reasonably spaced intervals to reac-
quaint them with conditions in the country for which they
are devoting their lives as a career can certainly not be ques-
tioned. Up to a certain point, postponement of the expend-
iture of funds for leaves of absence of these officers is a
legitimate field for the exercise of economy. However, to
carry such a program too far serves but to make a fault of
a virtue and has as its effect the impairment of the morale
and a lowering of the productive value of the work of the
men thus affected by such a policy. It is in the realization
of this truth that the committee has recommended an in-
crease of $30,000 over the Budget estimates in order that the
Department may embark upon a program of bringing back
to the United States Foreign Service officers located in un-
healthy, distant posts who have not had a home leave of
absence for many years. If allowed by Congress, $100,000
will be made available for this purpose during the next fiscal
year,
It is the desire of this committee to lend every assistance
in seeing that the efficiency standard of the United States
Foreign Service is second to none in the world. The value
of the State Department as a whole is no greater than the
collective value of the services rendered by its Foreign
Service officers in reporting on conditions abroad, which
reports must form the factual basis for the determination
of our foreign policy. In the past, after the prospective
Foreign Service officer successfully hurdled the difficult en-
trance examination, he was put on his own, so to speak, and
no Government facilities were provided to further train him
in methods of enhancing his reporting ability and improv-
ing his general fund of specialized knowledge on matters
pertinent to the successful accomplishment of governmental
foreign affairs and diplomacy. As a modest beginning,
therefore, the committee is asking you fo approve an ex-
penditure of $10,000 to train some of these Foreign Service
officers in economics, finance, and commerce in order that
their value to their country as a foreign representative may
be immeasurably enhanced. I might say, parenthetically,
that Army and Navy officers have been favored for many
years with specialized training to enhance the character of
the service they render.

Today we are spending over $1,000,000 per year in meeting
our share of the expenses of maintaining a membership in
various international organizations. To this total must be
added upward of $400,000 that is spent annually to pay the
expenses of maintaining certain permanent international
commissions—boundary commissions, waterway commissions,
claims commissions, fisheries commissions, and so forth.
These expenditures are necessitated almost entirely as a
direct result of Congress having authorized our membership
in the various organizations, or as a result of obligations
growing out of a treaty with some foreign government or
governments. I do not deprecate the value to us as a nation
of the amount of money that we spend in maintaining our
membership in many of these commissions and conferences,
but I do think it only fair to observe that we are paying out
about $1,500,000 annually in cooperative endeavor with other
nations. The Appropriations Committee has little, if any,
choice in the matter if we are to obey the mandate of Con-
gress and of treaties requiring that appropriations be made
to make efficacious our membership in these organizations.

There is one matter, however, that I feel I should bring
to the particular attention of the Members of the House
before I take up the Department of Justice appropriations,
and that is the subject of our membership in the International
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Labor Organization. It is costing us nearly $400,000 per
year to maintain our membership in this body. It has been
provided by statute that the United States shall become
an adhering member. I consider it but a proper construc-
tion of our duties as an Appropriations Committee that
so long as the Congress has voiced itself as being in favor
of associating ourselves as a nation with the other adhering
countries in endeavoring to work out recommendations and
conventions for the betterment of labor throughout the
world, it remains for us to approve appropriations in the
amounts required to fulfill the obligations of our member-
ship. I know that some members of the Appropriations
Committee, and I may say myself included, do have grave
misgivings as to whether we, to put it bluntly, are “getting
our money’s worth.” I do not want to use this occasion
to enter into any extended discussion of the work that the
Labor Organization is doing and what definife value we, as
a Nation, are securing from it, but I do feel that the time
is propitious for reconsideration of the matter in the light
of the expense involved and the results attained.

I may say, in passing, that a new item appears in the
bill under the State Department heading that will provide
for an arbitration of the long-standing controversy as to the
amount of damage to certain foliage and vegetation in the
State of Washington resulting from the emission of sulphur
fumes generated in a smelter located in British Columbia.
The sum of $50,000 has been provided for the arbitration
and it is to be hoped that all questions connected with this
international difference with Canada will be equitably dis-

posed of.
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

For the Department of Justice the committee is recom-
mending a total appropriation of $41,061,300. This com-
pares with an appropriation this year of $36,310,992 and
Budget estimates of $43,795,250. It will be seen that, while
the committee has allowed in round numbers $4,750,000 more
than the comparable appropriations for this year, it is still
less than the Budget estimates by more than $2,700,000.
Here again, as in the State Department, the increase over
the appropriations for 1936 is partially offset by construc-
tion items aggregating $2,850,000. Deducting this total of
$2,850,000 from the net increase of $4,750,000, we arrive at
the figure of $1,900,000, which represents the increase over
the appropriations for this year, and which, it may fairly be
said, is made absolutely necessary as a direct result of the
constantly increasing volume of criminal, civil, and other
business performed by the Department of Justice. As an
example of how the activities of the Deparfment are grow-
ing, I might briefly cite a few statistics. During the fiscal
year 1934 there were commenced in Uniled States courts
23,032 criminal cases, while during the fiscal year 1935, 35,365
cases were instituted, an increase of 12,333 cases, or about
33 percent. At the end of the past fiscal year there were
over 26,000 cases, both civil and criminal, pending in the
courts, which, if no additional cases were filed, would take
over 6 months to dispose of. Tax division cases have in-
creased T percent; claims division cases 8 percent. The

‘administrative division has likewise been taxed to keep up

with its share of the increased work volume. Ouftgoing mail
increased 136 percent over the previous year. The agencies
of the Government devoting themselves to apprehending
those violating Federal criminal statutes by their active cam-
paign to apprehend the criminal have contributed in a large
measure fo this rising volume of work. The facilities of the
Bureau of Prisons are being severely taxed to care for the
constantly increasing prison population. In the light of these
facts, it follows, as the day the night, that additional funds
must be provided to meet these changing conditions. We
have made reductions where it was felt that economies might
be effected without seriously impairing any vital function of
the law-enforcement machine. In only four items have we
increased the Budget estimates, and in each of these in-
stances save one—and the exception amounted to an increase
of only $7,665—there is every reason to believe that for every
additional dollar that is provided there will be a correspond-
ing savings to the Government and the people of many times
over the amount expended.
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Federal Bureau of Investigation: The principal increase
of the four that I have just mentioned is to be found in the
item for the Federal Bureau of Investigation. At the invita-
tion of the Attorney General and the Director of the Bureau,
the subcommittee visited the Bureau and spent several hours
witnessing the operations of an extremely efficiently admin-
istered unit. For the sake of brevity, I will not be able to
discuss at length the functions this Bureau is called upon to
perform, but I do desire to leave a few thoughts with the

‘House with respect to just what this Bureau is doing.

About 12 years ago, a small fingerprint file that was
housed in the Leavenworth Penitentiary was transferred to
Washington. At that time there was some opposition ex-
pressed as to the wisdom of having a central fingerprint
identification unit in Washington. The committee provided
funds for the transfer, however, and with the passing of the
years, fingerprint annexations have shown a steady growth
until today there are upward of 5,700,000 of these finger-
prints located here in Washington. At the present time
some 9,300 different local police departments, sheriffs’ offices,
State police units, and so forth, are contributing fingerprints
of criminals to be placed on file. Approximately 4,000 of
these prints are received each day in the Bureau and search
made to determine whether a previous criminal record is
shown. Last year, of the total prints received, nearly 50
percent were found to represent prints of individuals who
had been previously fingerprinted and who possessed a
criminal record. Hand in hand with this development has
arisen a cooperative fingerprint exchange with all foreign
countries of major note in the world. Of the thousand-odd
foreign prints received of international criminals, 256 identi-
fications were made from these foreign prints.

By the operations of this clearing house for crime detec-
tion, 4,403 persons were identified during the past fiscal year
as being fugitives from justice.

One of the most engrossing aspects of the entire finger-
print collection, at least to the layman, is the fact that when
a print has been received, it requires but 5 minutes from the
time of receipt until a determination may be had as to
whether the individual whose prints are represented by the
card has a previous criminal record.

A crime-prevention laboratory has been established and
is daily engaged in applying scientific principles to the
detection of crime.

In addition to the criminal identification work, the Bureau
has been endeavoring to educate the mass of public opinion
in the United States of the wisdom and desirability of civil
fingerprints. The results of this program are to be found
in the fact that over 100,000 of these civil fingerprints are
now on file in the Bureau and numbered among them are
many leaders in the business, economic, and political life of
the couniry. This file serves as a medium for identifying
amnesia victims and missing persons. The stigma of finger-
printing is rapidly being erased.

Sixty-two investigations have been performed by agents of
the Bureau in kidnaping cases. Every case has been solved;
and while all persons identified with each kidnaping have not
been apprehended, some arrests have been made in each case.

It should be noted that Federal police authority has been
extended to embrace the robbery of national banks and those
insured under the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation,
thus placing over 14,000 banks under the Federal police
authority. A decrease of nearly 50 percent in robberies of
these banks is mute evidence of the respect entertained by
the criminal for this authority.

In addition to the criminal work of the Bureau, the inves-
tigation of war-risk insurance cases has occupied a consider-
able amount of the time of the special agents. Over 6,000
of these cases have been investigated since the work was
taken over from the Veterans' Administration in September
of 1933, and savings to the Government in the amounts
claimed, but not allowed, aggregate nearly $72,000,000.

The enactment of several measures during the past 2
years making Federal crimes those that were formerly cog-
nizable only by State authority has added materially to the
work load of the Bureau. Constant overtime work is being
performed by the personnel of the Bureau, and nearly 7,000
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cases are on hand that have not been assigned to agents,
due simply to their inability to handle additional work. The
case load of each agent at the present time is approximately
15 cases, while experience shows that a reasonable average
is 10 cases.

In the light of the foregoing facts and the first-hand evi-
dence the committee has had of the efficient operation of
the Bureau, we are recommending to the consideration of
the House an increase of $225,000 in the Budget estimates.
If allowed, the appropriation for the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation for the fiscal year 1937 will be $6,025,000, an in-
crease of $1,025,000 over the appropriation for the current
fiscal year. In addition to this actual increase of $225,000,
certain activities upon which the Bureau is now engaged
have been taken from its jurisdiction, and the expense of
these activities has been provided at another point in the bill
at a cost of $75,000. I shall discuss this matter at a later
point in my remarks, but I think it proper here to make
reference to the fact that the effect of being relieved of this
work is to afford a total increase of $300,000 rather than
$225,000. It should be borne in mind in making a factual
appraisal of the financial needs of this organization that
during the past fiscal year, fines, recoveries, and savings to
citizens of the United States amounted to $38,500,000 in
round numbers. During the past fiscal year 2,930 automo-
biles were recovered. The Director has assured the commit-
. tee that with an increased appropriation the ratio of savings
to the amount appropriated can be maintained, if not in-
creased. The increased allowance will permit the appoint-
ment of additional agents and clerks in order that pending
cases may be assigned and adequate attention given to the
ever-present problem of crime.

Taxes and penalties unit: The next item of increase over
the estimates is in connection with the taxes and penalties
unit of the Department. The Budget has estimated $200,000.
The committee recommends $220,000. With an appropriation
of $225,000, recoveries amounting to approximately $450,000
were made in the fiscal year 1935. These recoveries have
fully justified the position taken by the committee some 2
years ago when it authorized appropriation of funds for the
establishment of this unit. A case has but recently been
decided in the Supreme Court which will effect an immediate
recovery of some $265,000, and following the points of law
settled in the case, additional recoveries in other cases are
anticipated. For the information of those who are not con-
versant with the work that this unit is doing, I might say that
it is devoted principally to considering over 60,000 cases made
during the prohibition era with a view to collecting civil pen-
alties for the nonpayment of the Government tax on the
illicit intoxicants. This involves in its wake suits on bonds
against surety companies, forfeiture of vehicle bonds, and
so forth.

Examination of judicial offices: Last year the commitiee
transferred to the Federal Bureau of Investigation the work
of examining judicial offices. Due to the stress of criminal
investigative activities, it has not been pessible for the agents
of the Bureau to devote the time that is necessary for the
proper accomplishment of this work. At the present time
there appear on the Government books sums totaling
$3,400,000 in uncollected fines, forfeitures, judgments, and so
forth, in the various judicial districts. With the passing of
time the possibilities of collecting much of this credit balance
disappear. The committee therefore has inserted an item
of $75,000 for the establishment of a special corps of expert
examiners under the direction of the Attorney General to
visit the offices of clerks and marshals in the numerous judi-
cial districts and apply their time and energy to the collec-
tion of these accounts., While this will be the primary duty
of the examiners, they will also engage themselves in auditing
the accounts of marshals and clerks. The effect of this rec-
ommendation, if approved, will be {o relieve the agents of the
Federal Bureau of Investigation of this more or less routine
task of examination and at the same time supply a corps of
trained examiners that can probably make collections of
these past due obligations in amounts more than offsetting
the $75,000 provided.
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The major item of decrease in the Department proper is to
be found in the appropriation provided for veterans’ insur-
ance litigation. The committee is recommending a reduction
of $50,000 in the Budget estimates due to the falling off of the
work of defending the interests of the Government in
litigation arising out of war-risk insurance cases.

Small increases have been allowed for the appointment of
additional United States attorneys, their assistants, mar-
shals, and clerks, to keep pace with the growing volume of
court business. Expenses for the various courts—Supreme
Court, Court of Claims, Court of Customs and Patent Ap-
peals, Customs Court, and the Territorial courts—are all
substantially the same as this year.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McMILLAN. I yield.

Mr. BLANTON. On the question of United States at-
torneys and marshals, while I appreciate the splendid work
my colleague and his committee have done—and they have
done splendid work—I am doubtful as to the wisdom or
propriety of carrying $35,000 in this bill for training United
States attorneys.

Mr., McMILLAN. If my colleague will wait a moment, I
will get to that question.

Mr. BLANTON. I wanted to put my colleague on notice
that I am going to feel constrained to make a point of order
against that item, because I do not think that there is any
authority of law for it. I think they ought to be trained
before they are appointed. [Laughter.]

Mr. MCMILLAN. I may say to my colleague that I will
go into that question in a few minutes.

FENAL AND CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTIONS

In keeping with the general upward trend in the volume
of business of the Department, provision has been made for
additional sums at practically all of the penal institutions
throughout the country. With the repeal of prohibition it
was the thought of many informed persons that there would
be a material lessening in the amount of court business and
that the need for additional prison facilities would disappear.
The reverse has been true. An ever-increasing prison popu-
lation, gradual but nonetheless definite, has brought us to a
condition where our penal and correctional institutions are
in many instances taxed to capacity to house the prison
population. Federal jails have been built, Federal prison
camps have been established, and still there exists a need
for additional facilities.

In the forepart of my remarks I touched upon the esti-
mate of $4,900,000 for a building program under the super-
vision of the Bureau of Prisons. The Budget estimate pro-
vided for certain extensions to existing plants, dwelling
houses for prison employees, new Federal jails, and the de-
velopment of the McNeil Island area. Instead of recom-
mending $4,900,000 your committee asks your concurrence
in an appropriation of $2,850,000. This sum, if approved,
will permit $550,000 to be devoted to building at the El Reno,
Okla., Reformatory; construction of a detention building
at the Springfield Hospital for Defective Delinquents and
certain additions to the women’s penitentiary at Alderson,
‘W. Va. For dwelling houses for the prison employees $300,-
000 will be made available. At some institutions where ade-
quate housing facilities are not available it is deemed to be
in the best interests of the Government to provide dwelling
houses for prison employees and their families. Not only is
the problem of housing thus answered but means are
afforded of having the employees on the grounds of the in-
stitution, where, should an emergency arise, they will be
available. Rents are charged the employees, and under the
accounting procedure the cost of building is amortized in
20 years, exclusive of maintenance costs. We think that it is
desirable to start the program on a comparalively small
scale, and as needs become acute in the future, additional
appropriations can be provided to meet them,

Included also among the construction items is an amount of
$300,000 which the committee feels should be made available
for developing the McNeil Island area in order that proper
facilities may be afforded the employees of that institution
who will live on the island. The island is located some little
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distance from the mainland, so it is very desirable to have the
employees housed thereon.

The balance of the amount provided for construction is
made up of $1,700,000 to provide three new Federal jails.
The Director of the Bureau of Prisons, in his representations
before the committee, requested funds and authority to con-
struct six of these institutions. It is felt, however, that the
need for additional penal housing facilities can at least be
considerably ameliorated with the three jails that can be con-
structed with the sums the committee has allowed.

The estimate for maintenance of prisoners in the various
penal institutions appears to be on the conservative side;
in fact, in some few institutions there are more prisoners
housed today than have been provided for under the sums
requested for the maintenance of the institutions during the
next fiscal year. Accordingly, the increased amounts re-
quested at each of the several institutions, with the sole ex-
ception of Alcatraz Island, have been approved. It has ap-
peared to the committee, however, that the amount estimated
for support of prisoners is excessive. This item bears the
expense of maintaining Federal prisoners in State, city, and
county jails, and the estimate was based upon an anticipated
confinement of 7,705 prisoners throughout the next fiscal
year. The average at this time is in the neighborhood of
5,600. We have reduced the estimate of $2,500,000 to
$2,000,000, which will provide an average of over 6,000 pris-
oners throughout the next fiscal year. It would seem to the
committee that this is a fair approximation as to the number
that might necessarily be housed in these local jails in the
next fiscal year.

I think I should make some mention of the probation sys-
tem. With the funds provided by the bill it will be possible
to employ 173 probation officers and 12 clerks to carry out
the program of probation, which has had such an astounding
growth in the past few years. The hearings will give an in-
teresting picture of the growth of this system, and I com-
mend their reading to any Members of the House who may
be interested. The case load of some probation officers is
too large to permit them to give adequate supervision to their
probationers, but we are endeavoring to gradually work out
the problem so that the system may function efficiently and
accomplish the desired reformation of the wards placed in its
care.

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McMILLAN. I yield.

Mr. KENNEY. Can the gentleman tell us the average age
.of the prisoners in Federal prisons?

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not think I can tell the gentleman
offhand, but the record will probably disclose that. The
highest average of the criminal doing his work in the coun-
try, I may say, is 19 years, according to the records of the
Bureau.

Mr. KENNEY. I understood it was about that.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Mr. McMILLAN. For the Department of Commerce the
Budget has submitted estimates totaling $34,264,175. The
committee is recommending the appropriation of $34,054,700,
a reduction of $209,475 in the Budget estimates and $959,700
under the appropriation for the current fiscal year. While
the reduction of about $210,000 in the Budget estimates for
this Department is small in comparison with the reductions
made in the other three departments in the bill, it should be
borne in mind that no construction was provided for the next
fiscal year. Again, the amount recommended is just short
of $1,000,000 less than the appropriation for the current year,
so the opportunities for effecting further saving without im-
pairing some necessary function of the Department were
extremely limited.

As a whole, it is felt that the amount that we are asking
you to approve represents practically the minimum needs of
the Department to accomplish the many duties placed upon
it by law.

Bureau of Air Commerce: With the exception of the Bu-
reau of Lighthouses, the appropriation for the Bureau of Air
Commerce is the largest of any bureau under the jurisdiction
of the Department of Commerce. During the past fiscal
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year the Bureau was supplied with funds amounting to
$5,909,800. If the recommendation of the committee is con-
curred in by the House the sum of $6,264,000 will be made
available for expenditure, an increase of $354,200 over the
1936 appropriation. At this time the Senate Committee on
Commerce is conducting an investigation of the Bureau of
Air Commerce, Certain charges have been made by witnesses
appearing before that committee which, if true, would seem
to reflect upon the administration of the Bureau. As yet,
however, no opportunity has been afforded the Department
officials to present their side of the argument. The com-
mittee, in the limited time available for conducting the hear-
ings covering the ramified activities of four major depart-
ments of the Government, has necessarily had to limit the
scope of its inquiry to matters touching on the need for funds
to operate the different bureaus.

One maftter which has disturbed us, however, is the fact
that funds that had been appropriated with the under-
standing that they would be used for strictly maintenance
work have been diverted to other purposes. To prevent
such an occurrence in the future, we have rearranged the
appropriation headings in the bill under four major head-
ings: (1) Salaries, District of Columbia; (2) Air regula-
tion; (3) Extension of airways development and experi-
mental work; (4) Maintenance. With this new grouping,
it is felt that the purposes of the administration will be bet-
ter served and the committee will be secure in the knowl-
edge that the funds, if used at all, will be used for the
purposes appropriated. We have increased the Budget esti-
mates for the total appropriation by $44,000 and have de-
nied the increased personnel that the Bureau requested for
the next fiscal year. This will result in making available
approximately $260,000 for extension of airway routes.
Many of the airways over which passengers are carried
daily in the United States are not equipped with safety
facilities or lights for night flying. While this modest
amount will assist somewhat in meeting what we regard as
an absolute need for additional radio aids, lighting facili-
ties, and other assistance on these routes, it will not serve
to answer the general problem of protection which I feel it
is the duty of this Government to afford passengers travel-
ing by air. The science of aeronautics, of course, has been
developing with extreme rapidity and measures of safety
that today might be considered sufficient, tomorrow may
become obsolete. It is probable that there will have to be
a reappraisal of the whole question of governmental aid in
this field in the immediate future, and pending that de-
termination we must not go too far in authorizing expendi-
tures that may turn out in the future to be both ill-advised
and costly.

Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce: For the in-
formation of those not already aware of the fact, Mr. A, V.
Dye, who has been for many years connected with the for-
eign service of the Commerce Department, has recently been
appointed Director of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic
Commerce, The recognition of the services of a man who
has made a career of this service by his appointment as
Director augurs well for the fulfillment of the hope that the
committee has cherished for some time that the for-
eign service of the Department of Commerce may be
made a career service comparable with that of the State
Department.

In almost every instance the request for additional per-
sonnel for extending the assistance rendered to business by
the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce has been
disallowed. With the all-apparent need for economy, we
have not considered it wise to increase the expenses of the
Government in this direction at the present time. Until
world conditions somewhat stabilize we should hold a check=-
rein on activities which must depend upon a basis of com-
mon understanding among the nations of the world for the
complete fulfillment of their aims.

The appropriations for the Census Bureau, Bureau of
Standards, Bureau of Lighthouses, and the Bureau of Fish-
eries are recommended to be maintained at the approximate
level of expenditure as exists during the present fiscal year.
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Coast and Geodetic Survey: The Coast and Geodetic Sur-
vey has been allowed funds to increase the period of their
boat operation by 1 month on both the Atlantic and Pacific
coasts. This work entails the compilation of data which is
subsequently charted in the office of the Bureau in Washing-
ton and serves to indicate ocean depth and coast configura-
tion. A mass of data has accumulated in the Washington
office as a result of expenditure of P. W. A. funds for survey-
ing work in the interior of the country, and some additional
personnel has been allowed in order to chart the work and
make it available to the public. I might mention here that
there are some 28 distinct units of the Government engaged
in some form of surveying and mapping activities. Doubtless,
with the proper coordination or centralization of this au-
thority, considerable economy of operation could be made.
It is to be hoped that the Senate committee which has been
constituted to study the reorganization of the Government
will give some consideration o this problem.

Bureau of Fisheries: The Bureau of Fisheries has con-
tinued to operate in its sphere of activity, which embraces the
stocking of ponds and lakes throughout the country and in
making studies of fish migration, habits, food value, market-
ing possibilities, and so forth. The fur-seal herd on the
Pribiloff Islands is in a very healthy condition and is in-
creasing at the rate of about 8 percent per year. In 1911, the
low point, the herd numbered only 123,600, whereas this year
it numbers upward of 1,500,000 head. During the past year
57,000 sealskins were taken, which surpassed the record take
of some 47 years ago. The output of smaller fishes used for
stocking purposes increased about one and one-half billion
over the previous year.

Patent Office: The Patent Office continues to maintain
itself on the credit side of the ledger. The excess of receipts
over expenditures last year amounted to about $111,000. The
arrearage in the disposition of applications for patents has
been materially reduced, and considerable progress is being
made in the classification of patents. This classification
work expedites the search made of existing patents when
applications are received and as the system of classification
is extended, the time consumed by employees in disposing of
patent applications is correspondingly reduced. The com-
mittee has made some reductions in the estimates submitted
for the Patent Office, but it is felt that with the amount
allowed it will be possible to keep current with the work and
present an encouraging picture of accomplishment when the
Director appears before the committee next year.

Bureau of Navigation and Steamboat Inspection: The only
increase over the Budget estimates recommended for any
bureau of the Department of Commerce other than the Air
Commerce Bureau is to be found in the paragraph providing
funds for the Bureau of Navigation and Steamboat Inspec-
tion.

During the course of the testimony given by the Director
of this Bureau it developed that with the present force of
steamboat inspectors employed by the Bureau it is impossible
to make the inspections and reinspections of vessels which
are provided by law. The Director informed the committee
that in his judgment in order to perform all necessary in-
spections of vessels to insure protection of life and property
at sea it would require 111 additional assistant inspectors
and 25 additional clerks. Public opinion has been aroused
as a result of the Mohawk and Morro Castle disasters to the
necessity for the Government’s tightening up the regulations
with respect to the operation of vessels. Whatever rules
might be prescribed to increase the safety standards might
just as well remain unpromulgated if adequate manpower
is not provided to make the inspections to see that the rules
and regulations, so prescribed, are carried out.

We have given this matter serious thought, with the re-
sult that we are asking the House to sustain an increase in
the Budget estimates of $167,500, which will provide between
40 and 50 additional traveling steamboat inspectors and some
few clerks. While I am hesitant to suggest increases over
the amount of the President’s Budget, I do feel that we would
be derelict in our duty as Members of the House knowing
this condifion to exist if we did not take some steps to
remedy it.
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Shipping Board Bureau and Emergency Fleet Corporation:
The most important change that the committee is recom-
mending in the appropriations for the Shipping Board Bu-
reau and the Emergency Fleet Corporation is to permit addi-
tional funds to be used for maintaining the laid-up fleet.
There are some 158 vessels owned by the Corporation, the
actual condition of which is unknown. Maintenance funds
are being used yearly to grease the machinery and make
minor repairs in order that the boats might be put into con-
dition in the event of an emergency. The condition of the
boats below the waterline, however, is unknown. It is quite
possible that money is being spent for maintenance on boats
that would be of no service at all and which could quite
properly be junked. It is only by drydocking and examining
the hulls of these boats that determination may be had of
their exact condition. If seems to us that this work of dry-
docking should be done in order that we may save the ex-
pense of maintaining boats that are unfit for use. We have
inserted language in the bill which will permit the use of
Emergency Fleet Corporation funds to accomplish this
burpase,

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

With the exceptions of the two items for construction and
repair of immigration stations and for the expenses of main-
taining the liaison office with the International Labor Organi-
zation, we are recommending reductions under the Budget
estimates in each paragraph providing appropriations for the
Labor Department.

If the House approves all of the committee recommenda-~
tions, the bill will carry a total of $21,697,000 for this Depart-
ment. This will represent a reduction of $3,766,500 under the
Budget estimates. It is, however, an increase of $2,367,000
as compared with the appropriations for this year. If deduc-
tion is made of the additional amounts recommended to be
appropriated under the Children’s Bureau to carry out the
provisions of the Social Security Act which fall under the
administrative jurisdiction of that Bureau, there would be a
net decrease of approximately $460,000 under the total appro-
priations for the present fiscal year. So long as Congress
continues to pass laws requiring additional expenditures of
public moneys it will not be possible for your Appropriations
Committee to show a reduction in the appropriations required
to carry out the will of Congress as expressed in their legis-
lative enactments.

Children’s Bureau: Let us first consider the committee
action on the matter of these appropriations for the Chil-
dren’s Bureau. The supplemental appropriation bill recently
signed by the President contained funds to carry out various
sections of the Social Security Act pertaining fo maternal
and child care by making apportionments to States for the
5-month period from February 1 to July 1. In the bill now
before you amounts are carried under the three separate
headings of, first, maternal and child health; second, aid to
crippled children; and, third, child welfare service, all to pro-
vide for these State apportionments from July 1, 1936, to
July 1, 1937. We are recommending a reduction in the
Budget estimates under each of these three heads, as it does
not appear at this fime that all of the States will be in a posi-
tion to avail themselves of the entire allotment under each
of the separate sections.

I will not detain the House to go into a labored account of
the calculations that entered into our decision as to just the
amount that we feel is the proper figure to provide, but I can
say that on the strength of the evidence presented to us I
do feel that the sums we are proposing for appropriation
will be sufficient to meet every demand from the States for
these moneys. The Social Security Act provides specific au-
thorizations for appropriations under each of these three
previously mentioned headings and the Budget estimate in
each instance represented the maximum authorization under
the law. In order to assure to all the States the propor-
tionate share they would be entitled to on the basis of an
appropriation of the entire amounf authorized, we have
inserted language in each of these three items permitting
allocations to the States to be made on the basis of the total
authorization rather than on the basis of the appropriation.
If it thus develops that the States take up their allotments




4816

more rapidly than we anticipate, it is possible that it will be
necessary to provide additional funds in the deficiency bill
next year to meet this contingency.

There is one more important change in this matter that
we submit to the consideration of the House. Under the
terms of part 1, title V, of the Social Security Act, which
is the paragraph relating to grants for maternal and child
health, a sum of $980,000 is authorized to be allotted to the
States on the basis of the “financial need” of each State,
with the factors constituting “financial need” left to the ad-
ministrative discretion of the Secretary of Labor. As might
well be expected with the delegation of such a blanket au-
thority, considerable difficulty is being experienced in obtain-
ing a satisfactory formula that will accurately express
“financial need” of any given State for these Federal grants.
In finally arriving at a solution the Secretary has approved
a formula which is arrived at by multiplying the excessive
infant mortality and excessive maternal mortality in any
State by the number of live births in such State. By then
adding a small uniform apportionment to each State allot-
ments are made which are presumed to be the embodiment
of the “financial need” requirement of the law. Frankly, the
committee sees neither rhyme nor reason in the approach
that has been made to making the allotments under this
“financial need” provision. Aside from this feature, we re-
gard this part of the law as a dangerous delegation of legis-
lative authority that is not circumscribed by sufficient defini-
tion as to what factors are to be taken into account in
arriving at a formula for determining “financial need.” The
committee has inserted a provision, therefore, prohibiting
‘the allotment of money to the States under this authoriza-
tion, and has provided instead that the $980,000 shall be
allotted in accordance with the authorization for allotments
made on the basis of the total live births in each State, as
compared with the total live births in the United States,

Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization: The estimates
for the Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization have been
reduced by $110,000.

During the past year there has been a remarkable increase
in the applications for citizenship. It is probable that this
trend can be attributed to two factors: One, a general
scramble to climb on the good boat “Social Security”—citi-
zenship being a prerequisite to qualification for benefits—
and the other, a prevailing fear that wholesale deportations
of aliens may be effected in the not too far distant future.
If the total appropriation for the Bureau of $9,740,000 is ap-
proved, it will permit the use of about $155,000 for the
appointment of additional naturalization examiners and
clerks to cope with this increased business, A system of
uniform requirements is being worked out to apply to those
seeking naturalization. This will replace the most unsatis-
factory system heretofore extant, whereby the individual
naturalization examiner prescribed his own questions to
determine the fitness of an alien for citizenship.

Immigration and naturalization frauds at the port of New
York have occupied the intensive attention of the Bureau.
In all, 49 prosecutions have been made and 39 convictions
have resulted.

Conciliation Service: The unconstitutionality of the Na-
tional Recovery Act has resulted in a measurable increase in
responsibilities of the Conciliation Service. Many of the
labor boards organized under the authority of the act went
out of existence and their work was taken over by this unit;
among these were the National Labor Relations Board, Na-
tional Steel Labor Relations Board, Textile Labor Relations
Board, and the Peiroleum Labor Policy Board. During the
next fiscal year we are recommending a reduction of $90,300
under the Budget estimate of $488,300. If the volume of
business should continue to grow, proper representations
may be made to the committee during the next session of
Congress.

Bureau of Labor Statistics: The appropriations for the
Bureau of Labor Statistics have had astounding growth.
Two years ago the appropriation amounted to $414,000. For
next year, a request is made for the approval of an appro-
priation of $884,600 to prepare the many statistical compila-
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tions the Bureau desires to make. If economy is to be
something accomplished and not merely an empty word, per-
haps the most fertile field for effecting savings is by the
elimination of statistical studies that have but little use to
the public at large. I do not want to make the inference
by this statement that all of the statistics compiled by the
Bureau of Labor Statistics fall within that category. It is
true, however, that we are presented with a condition and
not a theory of one unit of the Government, the appropria-
tions for which have more than doubled in a space of 2
years’ time. Many of the agencies of the Government have
seen continued reductions in the appropriations made since
1932. The appropriations for other branches have remained
practically static for many years, although there has been a
constant demand from the public at large for additional
service to be rendered.

In the light of these facts, the committee feels that we
should begin to retrench in matters involving statistical work
where the results attained are such as to serve only a com-
paratively small group of interested beneficiaries. We are
asking you, therefore, to sustain us in a reduction undsr the
Budget estimates of $136,600. If this reduction is approved
there will still remain available $748,000 for the work of the
Bureau next year, which is a sum greater by $200,000 than
the appropriation for the past fiscal year.

Employment Service: By the terms of the Wagner-Peyser
Act, approved June 6, 1933, a system of State employment
agencies has been set up, supported by Federal, State, and
local funds. Agreements of affiliation are entered into by
the States with the Employment Service in Washington
whereby the States agree to certain stipulations as to the
character of the employment service maintained. When
this affiliation has been achieved, Federal funds are made
available to the different States, which must agree to spend
a like sum out of State and local funds. During the pres-
ent fiscal year $2,425,000 was appropriated for apportion-
ment to the States. Under the provisions of the act, ap-
portionments not availed of by States at the end of 2 years
are pooled and reapportioned among all 48 States. It is
indicated at the present time that on July 1 of this year
there will be about $1,100,000, representing the unused por-
tion of the 1934 and 1935 appropriations, which will, under
the terms of the act, be reapportioned among all of the
States. The Wagner-Peyser Act authorizes an annual ap-
propriation of $3,000,000 for these State grants. In view
of the fact that $1,100,000 is to be reapportioned among all
of the States and territories on July 1, we are recommending
for your consideration a reduction in the appropriation for
the next fiscal year of the amount that will be reappor-
tioned. To make if clear, instead of appropriating $3,000,-
000, as authorized by the act, we are asking you to appro-
priate $1,900,000. This amount, plus the $1,100,000 which
will be reapportioned on the 1st of July, will make avail-
able the $3,000,000 authorized. In order to protect the ap-
portionments to States that have not yet affiliated with
the act, a provision was inserted in the bill last year au-
thorizing apportionments to be made on the basis of an
appropriation of $3,000,000, even though the actual appro-
priation made was only $2,425,000. We have inserted lan-
guage to continue this permissive apportionment for States
qualifying for the first time, in order that they may not lose
the amounts which have been credited to them and which
serve in encouraging them to affiliate. We do not think it
is desirable to continue to appropriate $3,000,000 for these
allotments each year, the effect of which will be but to build
up a large unavailed of amount credited to the different
States. Only six States at the present fime have taken up
the entire amount apportioned to them, and if our recom-
mendation to you is approved, they will continue to receive
the same apportionment that they would receive under a
$3,000,000 appropriation. The only amount that they would
be deprived of would be money that would accrue to them
as a result of the failure of other States to affiliate.

The money allowed for the Veterans’ Placement Service,
the Farm Placement Service, the District of Columbia Pub-
lic Employment Center, and the defraying of administrative
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costs, has been increased from a limifation of $775,000 o
$885,000 in order that additional personnel may be added
to handle the additional burdens placed upon the service
as a result of the States becoming affiliated. The status of
this whole program has been developed quite fully in the
hearings, and I recommend its study to those having a par-
ticular interest in the development of this program.

' Appropriations for the Women's Bureau, Labor Stand-
ards, and the Housing Corporation are recommended to be
maintained at substantially the same totals as provided this
year, the request for additional personnel in the first two
named units having been denied by the committee.

In closing may I express fo the Members of the House
my appreciation for the courtesy which you have displayed
in bearing with me in this summary of the committee’s
work. Should any of you wish to ask questions about any
of the matters that I have touched on or, in fact, on any
matters connected with the appropriations for the four
Departments, I shall endeavor to answer them or supply
such information as you may desire. Thank you for your
attention. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South
Carolinag [Mr. McMiLLan] has expired.

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEELBACH].

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, today I introduced a
resolution which reads as follows:

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that during a Presi-
dential election year it is offensive to American political traditions
and subversive of the principles of sound Government to permit
the chatrman of any national political party to function also as a
Cabinet Officer in charge of so vital a national service as the Post
Office Department; be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be communicated to the
President of the United States with the respectful recommendation
that he require the immediate resignation of the Postmaster Gen-
eral from either his political post, as chairman of the Democratic
National Committee, or from his Cabinet office.

I believe that the House will agree to that resolution when
it comes up for consideration.

Mr, MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes.

Mr. MAY. Does the gentleman think he can get the reso-
lution by the Committee on Rules—and I ask that question
because the gentleman is a member of that committee?

Mr. LEHLBACH. Oh, I know of 1, 2, 3, 4—oh, 14—votes
in the Rules Committee that will be cast for that resolution.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, LEHLBACH. Yes.

Mr, BANKHEAD, Is it the gentleman’s prophesy that the
House will vote for this resolution if and when it comes up?

Mr. LEHLBACH. I think the House will vote for it if and
when it comes up, and I stake my reputation as a political
forecaster on that statement—if and when it comes up, it
will be adopted.

Mr. MILLARD. Mr, Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.
Could we have a vote on that now?

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I do not yield for a
parliamentary inquiry. Speaking seriously, the people of the
counfry under general, ordinary circumstances are not very
much interested in the civil service, because when the
agencies of the Government function efficiently as they nor-
mally do and have in the past half century, there is nothing
to get excited about. It is just like a person in possession
of good health. He does not worry about it so long as his
health is good, but when he becomes ill then the question of
good health is of prime importance. The Government
agencies have recently come to function so that it is a con-
cern of the people. Just within a week the results of a poll
upon the question of the application of the merit system to
the governmental eivil service was taken, and the result
showed that 88 percent of the people indicated their desire
for a return to the merit system in Government agencies, to
the end that efficiency in Government activities be restored.

The merit system was introduced by the Pendleton Act in
1883. By that act, in 1884, 10 percent of the civilian em-
ployees of the Government were placed under the civil serv-
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ice—that is, under the merit system. Those best qualified to
do the work got the jobs, and those who were doing the work
acceptably and efficiently retained their jobs. That is the
merit system. By 1904, 30 years ago, 50 percent of the em-
ployees of the Government were under the merit system.

Mr. CREAL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes.

Mr, CREAL. Can the gentleman explain to us how it is
that during Republican administrations they managed to get
about 90 percent of every branch of the departments strictly
under the merit system and how everyone in every sort of a
job eame to be a Republican?

Mr,. LEHLBACH. In the first place, I think the gentleman
is in error in his statement, but inasmuch as the merit system
gives opportunity to the one best fitted to do the job, naturally
and normally the majority of the job holders would be Re-
publican. In 1904 half of the employees of the Government
were under the merit system. On June 30, 1933, before the
presenf administration and its national Democratic chairman
began to function as a member of the Cabinet, 80 percent of
everyone performing work for Uncle Sam who did not wear a
uniform got his place by reason of the merit system and held
it by reason of the merit system. Every administration from
that of President Arthur to President Roosevelt showed an
increase of employees under the merit system. In 3 years we
have scrapped 30 years of advance of the civil-service system
and are back to where we were in 1904, when barely more than
half of the employees of the Federal Government are now
under the merit system under civil service, and almost half
of them are purely and solely appointed because of their
political affiliations and the party work they have performed.

Mr. CREAL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes.

Mr. CREAL. I ask the gentleman if all of those who were
under the civil service before the New Deal and its new de-
partments are not still under the same rules and regulations
of the merit system; and is it not true that those the gentle-
man speaks of who are not under the civil service are to be
found in the hastily constructed organizations under the New
Deal?

Mr. LEHLBACH. I am very glad that the gentleman has
asked that question, and I shall proceed to answer it. Al-
though the regular and permanent departments of the Gov-
ernment have been greatly augmented since June 30, 1933,
in respect of personnel, there are now in the regular depart-
ments less people under civil service than there were in
June 1933, and the fact is that it is the only time in a half
eentury of our history that there has not been an increase
and extension of the civil-service system with respect to
Government employees.

Mr. CREAL. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield fur-
ther at that point?

Mr. LEHLBACH. I yield.

Mr. CREAL. Can the genfleman name one single depart-
ment that has always been under civil service which has heen
taken out of civil service?

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes. We have collectors of internal
revenue throughout the counfry. When their business in-
creased to the point where they had to have deputies to act
in their stead who went in the field to examine taxable
sources, these deputy collectors were, of course, not placed
under civil service because they were in a personal and
fiduciary relationship to the collector, and all effort here-
tofore to put them under civil service has been resisted.
But in the office of collectors of internal revenue those who
were not functioning as deputy collectors, those who worked
in the office in a clerical capacity, were put under civil serv-
ice. In order to make vacancies for patronage appointments
in this administration, the practice has grown up, for in-
stance, when they want to get rid of a girl who has been
there for years as a stenographer to make room for the
daughter of & man to whom a political debt is owed, they
transfer the stenographer and appoint her as a deputy col-
lector. Instead of appointing her to another position as
stenographer, typist, or clerk, where she would be protected
under civil service, they strip her of civil-service protection
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and in a week or so fire her, because a deputy collector
is not under civil service; and they put on the Democratic
girl as a clerk or stenographer and throw around her the
aegis of the civil service. This has happened in countless
offices throughout the country. That is one instance,

Another instance is that when by an Executive order of
the President bureaus or parts of bureaus are consolidated
or transferred under the Economy Act, the Executive order
states that the activity is deemed to be abolished, although
it is only transferred; and every employee in the abolished
activity is stripped of civil service, and so discharged. The
employee could be rehired within 4 months, either tempo-
rarily or under a permanent appointment, in which event
his or her civil-service status was restored.

This is how it worked: Post-office buildings throughout
the country used to be under the care of the Treasury De-
partment, the postal activities being carried on under the
Post Office Department. The precious chairman of your
national committee saw opportunities for those whom he
considered worthy of reward by appointment to positions
as cleaners, elevator men, furnace tenders, and so forth, in
these post offices. An Executive order was issued under the
Economy Act transferring the custody of post-office build-
ings from the Treasury Department to the Post Office De-
partment. In every instance heretofore the Treasury De-
partment had appointed the postmaster as the custodian
acting for the Treasury Department, which meant simply
that John Jones, custodian of the building under the Treas-
ury Department, was also John Jones, postmaster. John
Jones had control of the custodial forces in his building, no
longer as a representative of the Treasury Department but
as a representative of the Post Office Department. The
same work went on, the same personnel was there, every-
thing was the same except this figment of change of con-
trol; but the Executive order said that every man who
worked in the post office lacked a civil-service status.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LEHL.LBACH. I yield.

Mr. McCORMACE. I do not want to take issue with the
gentleman, but I know it to be a fact that the custodial
force in the Boston post office is under civil service. About
2 years ago the existing civil-service list was canceled. As
the gentleman knows, of course, where a list is canceled or
expires temporary appointments can be made. Those are
not civil-service appointments. Those men served for about
a year until the new examination took place and a new list
was established. Then the temporary employees lost their
positions because they were temporary and without a civil-
service status. Those who were appointed were taken from
the new civil-service list of names certified under the law
in the order of their standing on the list. I do not know
anything about any other part of the country, but I do
know about Boston.

Mr. LEHLBACH. The gentleman corroborated me com-
pletely by his statement.

Mr. McCORMACK. I do not know how I corroborate the
gentleman.

Mr. LEHLBACH. I will tell the gentleman.

Mr. McCORMACK. I shall be glad to be enlightened.

Mr. LEHLBACH. The force of employees, the janitors,
the cleaners, the men who run the heating apparatus, the
furnace tenders, the common laborers engaged about the
building would number between 20 and 30 I would imag-
ine in a city like Boston. They were by Executive order
stripped of their civil-service status.

Mr. McCORMACK. No; they were not. They are there.
Those men were not disturbed. It related only to the new
post-office building. They had to have additional help, The
old help is still there with their civil-service protection. This
applied only to the new appointees.

Mr. LEHLBACH. The gentleman is misinformed with
respect to that.

Mr. McCORMACK. I know whereof I speak, because it
is from experience.

Mr. BOLAND. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. LEHLBACH. I yield. :

Mr. BOLAND. I should like to corroborate the gentle-
man'’s statement. So far as my town is concerned it is iden-
tical with what the gentleman states about Boston.

Mr. McCORMACEK. The gentleman from New Jersey, I
know, would not make a misstatement of fact. I have great
respect for him. I ask the gentleman to make further in-
vestigation. I should like to know, because I do not know
of any case in Boston where any of the old employees were
disturbed.

It is true the postmaster is the custodian, but he has
a man appointed to whom he looks, and every one of the
old employees—the elevator men, the laborers, and those
in the classified and unclassified service, who were there
5, 6, 7, 8, or 9 years ago, are still there, and what I said
applies only to new appointees where vacancies exist.

Mr. LEHLBACH. The gentleman, of course, is fortunate
in his local situation, but that does not alter the fact that
every one of the employees in the Boston office in the course
of 1933 was stripped of their civil-service status. It was up
to the postmaster whether he would reemploy the employee
within 4 months, and restore civil-service status, or employ
other people. This opportunity existed and was availed of
in hundreds of post offices throughout the country in order
to make these petty little jobs patronage.

Mr. McCORMACK. All I know is that in Boston there
was not a person disturbed.

Mr. LEHLBACH. That was a very fortunate situation.

Mr. McCORMACEK. I may say that in connection with
civil-service positions I do not care what a person’s politics
may be. They have earned it. They have taken a civil-
service examination and their names have been certified.
‘Where people live in my district, and who have been certified,
I do everything I can to assist them in obtaining an
appointment.

Mr, LEHLBACH. But the fact is that although the per-
manent establishment of the Government has been increased
in personnel by thousands, there are less under civil-service
protection in the permanent establishment today than there
were in June 1933. It is the first time in a half century that
such a condition has existed.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LEHLBACH. I yield to the gentlewoman from Massa-
chusetts.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Is it not true also that
in certain post offices particular groups, such as motor-vehi-
cle mechanics—and this applies to Boston—have been abol-
ished and there was no opportunity allowed for substitutes
to be promoted?

Mr. LEHL.BACH. I believe that is so.

Mr, Chairman, take the Federal Radio Commission, which
was changed to the Federal Communications Commission
and some additional functions added with respect to tele-
graph and telephone. Essentially that Commission performs
the same function as the old Radio Commission,

Mr, McCORMACK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LEHLBACH. I yield to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts.

Mr. McCORMACE. May I say, with reference to what
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. Rogers] said,
that there was a classification abolished throughout the en-
tire country. There were seven in Boston who received
promotions through increase in grade. The old grade was
abolished throughout the country. There were 14 substitutes
held back, and we tried to help them out, but certain of the
old grades were abolished throughout the country.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes; and the work was done by tempo-
rary employees not under civil service,

Mr., McCORMACK. Oh, no; under civil service, Every
employee is under the civil service.

Mr. DOBBINS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEHLBACH. 1 yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. DOBBINS. The gentleman stated that there are hun-
dreds of post offices where the custodial employees enjoying
civil service have been let out. Will the gentleman name
just three?
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Mr. LEHLBACH. I have not the names with me right
now.

Mr. DOBBINS. Name a single civil-service employee who
lost his job by reason of the transfer orders to which the
gentleman has referred.
thm LEHL.BACH., Icangetthena.mesurhnndredsof
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Mr. DOBBINS. I do not believe the gentleman can name
one single instance that has occurred, because I have in-
vestigated those charges before, and I found them utterly
unsubstantiated.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Maybe this is all unsubstantiated, too.

Mr. DOBBINS. I am alluding to the gentleman’s charge
that civil-service employees have lost their civil-service
status.

Mr. LEHLBACH. The proof of that is in reading the
Executive orders which abolished these positions.

Mr. DOBEBINS. The gentleman made the statement and
I assumed he had the proof.

Mr. LEHLBACH. These Executive orders allows them fo
be rehired on a temporary basis without any civil-service
status at all.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LEHLBACH. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. Is the gentleman from New Jersey in
favor of the same system of civil service that was carried
on during the administrations of Harding, Coolidge, and
Hoover, or is he in favor of an entirely new program?

Mr. LEHLBACH. I am in favor of continuation of the
Civil Service Systemasitwascarﬁedoninthiscountry
from 1883 to 1933.

Mr. BLANTON. We have been carrying it on just like the
gentleman’s administrations did.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Oh, my gracious, no. When the last
administration went out 80 percent of the people drawing
pay from the Federal Government, and I do not include

those who wore a military uniform, were under the ecivil |-

service, while a bare majority of them at the present time
are under the civil service.

Mr. BLANTON. All during the last three Republican ad-
ministrations whenever a civil-service list for a postmaster-
ship would be announced, and the three highest who were
the eligibles on the list were not Republicans they would
call for a new examination. They would keep on calling for
new examinations until a satisfactory Republican appeared
as one of the three eligibles on the list.

Mr. LEHLBACH. The statement of the gentleman from
Texas is interesting if true.. I do not know about that.

Mr. GIFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEHLBACH. 1 yield to the genileman from Massa-
chusetts.

Mr. GIFFORD. Ima.ysaythat!had 159 postmasters
under my jurisdiction and I never thought of changing the
postmasters in the smaller offices. We did change one or two
in the larger offices. Now the orders go out—and the gentle-
man is perfectly aware of this—that if a Democrat can qual-
ify, no matter how small the office may be, he gets the job.
At least they did that in my district. Now, does anybody
doubt that statement?

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEHLBACH. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky.

Mr. MAY. I may say to the gentleman from New Jersey
that in my home town, where there are five employees in the
post office in addition to the postmaster, the Department
refused fo take any action until the term of the postmasters
expired. At that time they took my recommendation, and I,
of course, appointed a Democrat as postmaster. I undertook
later to change the janitor in the building and I was told that
position was under civil service. I could not get a disabled
veteran in my home town appointed as janitor in the post
office. On the other hand, they sent a man over from Ohio
to take the job.

Mr. LEHLBACH. The genfleman seems to lack sufficient
tensile strength.

Mr. MAY. I had the difficulty of being up against the law
while the other fellow had the law in his hands,
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Mr. LEHLBACH. Here is a sample of what happened fo
the permanent establishments in this administration when
the Federal Radio Commission was rigged up as the Commu-
nications Commission. Under the set-up of the Federal Radio
Commission every employee, except the five Commissioners,
was under civil service—every single one of them. Some of
them were in class A, which means that the position is not
competitive, but nevertheless is under the supervision of the
Civil Service Commission and the qualifications set up by the
Civil Service Commission must be possessed by the person
appointed to such a position. These who were in the non-
competitive class were these: The attorneys, assistant attor-
neys, and special assistant attorneys; that is, the legal staff,
which was comparatively small, and the lawyers retained for
special cases. These were not in the competitive class, but in
a general sense were under the conirol and supervision of the
Civil Service Commission with respect to their appointment.

Mr. MORITZ. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEHLBACH. I yield.

Mr. MORITZ. I want to call the gentleman’s attention
to the fact that in the Pittsburgh post office they were all
Democratic appointees, and they had to take the civil-serv-
ice examination, and almost all of them failed, which shows
that the civil service is trying to function properly.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Did they all fail?

Mr. MORITZ. Almost all the Democratic appointees
failed in their examination, and now they are trying to re-
tain their jobs, but it seems they cannot do this. In other
words, the civil service is functioning right, and they are
following the merit system.

Mr, LEHLBACH. They must have even a worse class of
Democrats in Pittsburgh than elsewhere. That is all I can
say about that.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. LEHLBACH. I yield to the distinguished majority
leader.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The Democrats, of course, are very
anxious to carry out the letter, spirit, and purposes of the
civil-service law and regulations, to such an extent that a
bill is now proposed putting all first-, second-, and third-
class postmasters under civil service. Would the gentleman
favor this bill?

Mr. LEHLBACH. I would favor that bill if it did not have
a stinger attached. After you have appointed all Democrats
to the post offices, you want to freeze them into the offices.
[Laughter and applause.] I am in favor of putting the
first-, second-, and third-class post offices under civil serv-
ice if you will open up the field without fear or favor and
let the best man be the postmaster. That is what we stand
for.

Mr. BANKHEAD. How long would the gentleman wa.nt
to wait before that is done?

Mr. LEHL.LBACH. Do it tomorrow. I would vote for such
a bill tomorrow or even this afternoon if it were up.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 10 ad-
ditional minutes.

Mr. LEHLBACH. I would really like to get on with my
remarks. I have not said anything about your A B C agen-
cies at all. I am talking now about the regular establish-
ments and the debauch of the civil service in appointments
to. these establishments.

As I have said, the people in class A in the old Radio Com-
mission were the legal staff and those retained specially in
specific cases, one private secretary or confidential clerk to
each member of the Commission, and one secretary to the
Federal Radio Commission. The legal staff, a secretary for
each Commissioner and a secretary for the Commission
were the only ones who were not in the competitive class,
but nevertheless, were generally under the Civil Service
Commission’s confrol in class A.

You passed the communications bill. The communica-
tions bill came from above. It was introduced and passed
here without amendment by the House and—

Without regard to the civil-service laws or the Classification Act
of 1923, as amended, the Commission may appoint and prescribe




4820 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

the duties and fix the salaries of a secretary, a chief engineer, one
or more assistants, a general counsel and one or more assistants,
experts, inspectors, and special counsel; and each Commissioner
may appoint and prescribe the duties of an assistant and a secre-
tary at an annual salary not to exceed $4,000.

This means that the experts, the examiners, and so forth,
which means every employee of the Communications Com-
mission, except the girls who play on typewriters and file
papers as file clerks, are exempt from civil service and ex-
empt from the regular schedules of salary in the permanent
departments in this Commission, which heretofore had been
100 percent under civil service.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LEHLBACH. I yield.

Mr. O'CONNOR. That is not the fact, as a matter of
experience. The Commission has interpreted that to mean
only experts outside of the civil service. They took over
practically all the old employees of the Radio Commission,
and they have consistently refused to take anybody outside
of civil service who was not an expert, either as a lawyer or
an engineer, I am sorry. I have had experience with re-
spect to the matter.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Perhaps the gentleman is in the same
situation as my friend from EKentucky was in with respect
to the janitor in his home-town post office. [Laughter]

Mr. O'CONNOR. We only have one post office in our
city divided among 19 Congressmen. So we are not inter-
ested in postmasters or janitors.

Mr. LEHLBACH. By means of Executive orders, by means
of various subterfuges, by consolidations, by transfer of func-
tions, and so forth, raids on the permanent civil service in
established permanent departments have been made, so that
the number, for the first time in half a century, of civil
service protected employees in the regular departments of
the Government has decreased instead of increased.

Now, with respect to the new agencies created, every
single employee was appointed without regard to the eivil
service or the Classification Act of 1923. -

How are these appointments made? I have here before
me the case of the C. C. C. camps where the forces were
extended about a year ago. A man who had had experience
in summer camps in training young men in physical culture,
admirably qualified as a man to function in these camps,
made application, like the simple fool he was, for such a
position, and he got this reply:

Mr.

L,
Peshine Avenue, Newark, N. J.

Dear Sme: In reply to your letter of April 22, as stated in my
letter of April 8, this office is unable under binding Federal in-
structions to consider any nontechnical man for appointment to
the supervisory work in the C. C. C. camps unless his name Is
certified to us on the so-called advisors list from Washington.
This is a list of names submitted by Senator Moore and the Demo-
cratic Representatives in Congress from New Jersey to the Federal
administration for employment in this C. C. C. activity. The only
way in which you can put yourself in a position to secure such
employment, therefore, is by making arrangements to have Senator
Moore or one of the Democratic Congressmen request that your
name be put on this advisors list.

Now, not only the C. C. C. camps but the old C. W. A.,
which met an untimely death, every other activity, every
single man jack employed, over 200,000 of them, were ap-
pointed from lists furnished by State or local Democratic
committees—every single one of them.

Mr. GIFFORD. If the gentleman will yield, I can supple-
ment that. I tried to get an employee into the C. C. C.
camp. They took pity on me and said, “We will have to tell
you that you have five Democratic Congressmen and two
Democratic Senators. The Senators have 50 percent of the
appointments, and the Congressmen have 10 percent each,
and it is useless to make any more recommendations.”

Mr. LEHLBACH. Of course. I will tell you what hap-
pened in my district under the C. W. A., which was a rea-
sonably decent precursor of the malodorous W, P. A. today.

Here was a man who was a good mechanic. He was out of
work. He and his family lived in a two-family house. The
landlord was a boxing promotor. He was an arranger for
boxing matches, and whatever he made on that was his in-
come. He had no income until he pulled off a boxing match,
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and he made five or eight thousand dollars a year. He
owned several houses which he rented out.

This man who was a good mechanic, a sober, industrious
citizen, applied to the C. W. A. for a little work, because his
savings had been exhausted and the landlord was threaten=
ing him with ejectment.

They could not find any place for him, but he found out,
and it was the fact, that his landlord, because he had no
boxing match in prospect and therefore was temporarily
unemployed, was on the P. W, A. relief list, and spent his
afternoons, after he had reported in the morning for alleged
work, looking at moving picture shows and sleeping in
dark moving picture houses so that he would not be seen on
the street. With his pocket full of P. W. A. money, he
served notice of eviction on this decent mechanic who was
living in one of his houses and owed him rent, because he
could not get relief from the P. W. A. That is the way the
functioning of employment in relief agencies exists through-
out the country at the present time in all these various
agencies, because they are run to the limit from top to bot-
tom by nothing but political appointees, whose duty it is to
promote the success of the Democratic Party and insure, if
possible, the reelection of Franklin D. Roosevelt next
November,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
Jersey has expired.

Mr,. BACON. Mr, Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. SNeLL].

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I was especially interested
this morning in an editorial in the Washington Post relative
to a condition that confronts the Commerce Committee of
the Senate in trying to prepare a proper emergency flood-
relief bill. There is no doubt that the various Members of
both Houses are very anxious to take care of their individual
districts in respect to these matters, and it seems to be a
propitious time, when we have a measure of this kind before
us, to add as many projects as possible. I am not condemn-=
ing any of these projects, but many of them are not pri-
marily of the emergency kind and could well be considered at
a later date. I have risen to make a short statement rela-
tive to the condition that confronts us in regard to this
measure. The northeastern part of the United States as a
whole, I think I might say, has never been flood conscious
until the last couple of years. Ohio, Pennsylvania, New
York, and New England have never been afflicted very often
until laterly, but during the last 9 months they have had
two very serious flood conditions, and as a result the loss in
the southern part of New York State and the northern part
of Pennsylvania alone has reached from $30,000,000 to $40,-
000,000. This part of the country has never asked before
for any special relief of this nature. Considering the fact
that the Federal Government during the last 20 or 25 years
has spent probably $350,000,000 to $400,000,000 on flood con=
trol, and that these special States from Ohio east have prob-
ably contributed from 50 to 60 percent of that entire amount,
and considering the fact that we are confronted with a spe-
cial emergency situation at the present time, we feel that
the committee in the Senate should be allowed to complete
its bill along the lines intended, and that the bill should no&
be loaded up with so many projects that it will practically
defeat the purposes of the bill. I am not saying anything
against any one of these general flood-control projects, but

I do feel they are not of the same emergency importance as.

some of those that have developed out of the recent disasters
in the last year. For instance, two serious floods have oc=
curred in the southern part of New York State and the
northern part of Pennsylvania. It seems to me that we
should have some relief now to take care of the situation
before other floods come in the fall or in the coming spring.
Industry in this section of the country where it has been so
severely affiicted during the last year is beginning to get the
jitters as to what is going to happen to it. I am willing to
support all legitimate flood-control matters.

As a matter of fact, I think I introduced myself as com=
prehensive a flood-control bill as was ever introduced in the
House, some 12 to 15 years ago, but it did not receive very
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much attention at that time. That was a comprehensive
system to hold the waters in the upper reaches of these
rivers, and that, in my judgment, is the only way that you
will ever get comprehensive flood control in the entire coun-
try. I expect every man to look after his particular section
of the country as well as he can. None of the flood destruc-
tion is in my individual district, but I hope this bill will not
be so loaded that it will take so long to get it through that
we will not be able to meet, during the present summer, the
emergency condition that exists in the eastern part of the
United States, which never before has had any special relief
from these flood-control appropriations.

yield?

Mr, SNELL. Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am in thorough accord with the
wisdom of the suggestion of the gentleman from New York,
but when he speaks of emergency relief from a situation
developed by this late flood, is it not the gentleman's fear,
as it is mine, that if these relief measures are attempted too
precipitately and without proper study of the engineering,
topographic, and soil-erosion features; a great amount of the
money we spend will be ultimately wasted?

Mr. SNELL. I entirely agree with the gentleman, but as
far as the southern part of New York State and the north-
ern part of Pennsylvania are concerned, the Army Engineers
and a board of engineers from the State of New York have
made a comprehensive plan and are ready to recommend
their plans and go ahead with the work. The only thing
needed at the present time is assistance from the Federal
Government. Even our State cannot take care of the condi-
tion that exists at the present time, and, considering what
we have contributed to the flood relief in other parts of the
country during all these years, I think we are entitled to
this assistance, and to have it now.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 2
additional minutes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is the gentleman’s opinion, then,
after a study of the situation, that there are phases of emer-
gency relief that are already laid out and can be adequately
made if the appropriations are made?

Mr. SNELL. I think that is a true statement, that there
are. For instance, when we had the big Mississippi River flood
several years ago, we did not try to tie that up with all of
the other flood control in the United States. We took that
up as a special project because it was special in itself, far-
reaching, and must have early and immediate attention.

The only thing I want to bring before the House is that I
hope it will be possible that the Commerce Committee of
the Senate may be allowed to do what the committee itself
wants to do, namely, keep this bill within reason and have
it confined to the real emergency projects that must be
attended to during the coming summer, and where the engi-
neering has already been done under the supervision of the
Board of Army Engineers, which is the best board we have
in this country. Where those projects are ready and have
been approved, we should get the money and go at if, and
not load the bill down so that it will be killed of its own
weight. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. S~xeLL] has again expired.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARLAN],

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. LeaLeacH] was giving his recent very interesting
speech, thoughts of Postmaster General New and the “Buck-
eye buccaneer” Postmaster General Brown insisted upon
flitting through my mind. I could not escape the wish that
the Republican Party might have been half as virtuous in
office as it is when out of control of the Government.

I do not always disagree, however, with my Republican
colleagues. Occasionally one expresses a wish or hope that
I am glad to agree with. That occurred on the 30th of last
month when the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREAD-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

4821

way] expressed the hope that the Republican convention
would adopt an aggressive antireciprocity program.

If the gods that make men mad will just reserve a little
activity for that convention and do two things, see that the
convention nominates the gentleman from Kansas for Presi-
dent and see that that convention adopts an aggressive anti-
reciprocity program, fwo-thirds of the battle to reelect
President Roosevelt will already have been accomplished,
By the time the radio, the press, and the public speakers get
about half-way through this campaign, with the Governor
from Kansas leading the Republican Party, and the people
begin to see his utter bankruptcy of background and the
complete absence of capacity for Presidential office, instead
of the managers of the Republican Party keeping him west
of Ohio, &s they have at the present time, they will want to
do something like they did in 1920, conduct a front-porch
campaign, except in this case I believe it will be a back-
porch campaign. By the time Mr, Hearst with his movie-
tone and all the Hearst papers proceed with their futile
build-up, our own children become fully acquainted with
the facts in the coming campaign, they will come home to
us some evening after reading the papers and say, “‘Father,
during this campaign if Governor Landon should die, would
Mr. Hearst still be candidate for President”?

I do not believe the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Treapway], when he asserted the hope that reciprocity be
made an issue in this campaign, realized the water that has
gone over the wheel since the days of the old full dinner-
pail campaign. People in this country, through the activity
of the Tariff Commission, are no longer as uninformed as
they were a few years ago. They know something about
reciprocity and the tariff now. If the Tariff Commission
has done nothing else than educate the people and inform
the press of this country, it has done a wonderful thing.

Now, conceive the Republican Party setting out on an ag-
gressive antireciprocity campaign with about two-thirds of
their newspapers already committed against it, with the
United States Chamber of Commerce, or at least its officials,
very much commifted in favor of reciprocity, there will not
be enough left of the Republican campaign on the question
of reciprocity even to be interesting.

The old days of tariff campaigns were very simple for the
high-tariff advocates, for the reason that they could talk
in pictures that were easily grasped by children, whereas
people advocating reciprocity or a low tariff had to talk in
abstract ideas. Their fextbook was political economy and
contained but few pictures.

As an example, the high-tariff advocates talked about the
evils of imports. The imports were here, tangible, visible.
Even a child’s mind could conceive the idea that local labor
could manufacture that import if given an opportunity.
The reciprocity advocate would talk about the desirability
of exports, but the exports were shipped abroad, ouf of
sight, intangible, and it was a very difficult thing to con-
vince anybody that there was anything to be gained by
something that was out of the country. Even people who
produced for export had no idea at the time they were
doing so. If they did they could see no connection between
importing Spanish grapes or Swiss cheese and the com-
modity they exported.

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARLAN. I will a little later.

Mr. GIFFORD. The other gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr, TrEaADWAY] is not here.

Mr., HARLAN. But he was notified and he was here a
short time ago. I am sorry, but I cannot yield at this time.

If reciprocity advocates, however, cannot draw pictures of
their own they can lock at and examine some of the pictures
drawn by their opponents. One of their favorite artistic
efforts is the favorable balance of frade. They tell us that
under high tariff they have consistently been able to sell
more goods than they have had to buy, and to the ordinary
man who likes to sell a lot and buy little this looks like
wonderful business. While we are looking at this picture,
however, let us look at the countries that are grouped with
us as having a favorable balance of trade. We find countries
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like India, Cuba, Argentina, Brazil, and Germany. We note
the absence of such countries as the United Kingdom,
Japan, France, and Italy. We also note that in 1914, when
Germany was at the height of her power as an industrial
commercial empire, she had a tremendous unfavorable bal-
ance of trade and that now, as she is in bankruptcy, we
find Germany having a favorable balance of trade. It would
seem to me that even fo a child’s mind in an adult body,
with a Republican high-tariff complex, there would seem to
be something wrong with a picture in which the United
States finds itself associated with India, Cuba, Brazil, Argen-
tina, and bankrupt Germany and out of the company of the
United Kingdom, Japan, France, prosperous Germany, and
Italy. If it be true, as they say, that the tariff is responsible
for this grouping, then certainly there is something wrong
with the tariff somewhere.

The plain, cold facts on this subject which they ignore are
that neither tariff nor reciprocity has very much to do with
the balance of trade. Reciprocity produces an increase in
quantity of trade, but the ratio between tangible imports and
exports is not changed a great deal. It is changed slightly,
but not a great deal by either tariff or reciprocity.

Mr. CREAL, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARLAN. I am sorry; I cannot yield.

Comparing the months of 1934 when we had no reciprocity
with the months of 1935 when we did have reciprocity;
comparing our exports for one year to those nations with
which we had reciprocity with our exports to the same
nations in the next year when we did not have reciprocity,
we find our exports to those nations increased 31 percent,
whereas the imports from those nations to the United States
increased 148 percent.

Exports, in thou- | Imports, in thou-
sands sands
Country and time
1934 1935 1934 1935
Sweden (August to December). - $15,619 | $18,130 | $16,312 $21, B4
Haiti (June to December). ..o eoommeeeeeee 1,713 2,011 97 746
Belgium (May to December) .o ccoeeeeeeee 31,435 41,154 17,727 28,370
Cuba (January to September)._ . ___. 27,743 38, 690 24, 907 07,193
Total 76, 510 99, 904 09,743 148,133

This tremendous increase in imports was due to the fact
that it happened the months we have to take for compari-
son cover the time during which Cuba sent a whole year’s
quota of sugar into the United States in a period of about
9 months; but since the figure is unfavorable to reciprocity
we will let it stand. In the meantime, however, exports to
the Smoot-Hawley tariff nations during the same year
increased 5% percent as against 31 percent fo reciprocity
countries. The imports from Smoot-Hawley nations in-
creased 23 percent as against 148 percent from reciprocity
countries; so the ratio of imports and exports of reciprocity
countries is about the same as of Smoot-Hawley countries;
but there is this great difference, the percentage of increase
in 1935 over 1934 of all trade imports and exports is six
times as great under reciprocity as it was under the Smoot-
Hawley tariff. Now, these are some figures, Mr. Chairman,
that cannot be laughed off. This percentage increase may
not always continue to be this great. If the increase were
only twice or three times we might say it was temporary, but
an increase of six times as much trade with reciprocity
countries as with high tariff countries must be accepted
as meaning something. If you accept these figures you can
oppose reciprocity on only one of two grounds: First, you
will have to take the position that trade and commerce is
not a desirable thing. If you do not want to take this posi-
tion, if you are afraid to take this absurd position, then we
in Congress to vote against reciprocity must say that we
admit trade is a good thing but we are going to protect our
local districts’ industries -and let the welfare of the rest of
the country go hang. These two propositions you must
admit if you realize that trade with reciprocity countries
has increased six times over that of trade with nonreciproc-
ity countries.
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£. BOILEAU. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HARLAN. I yield for a brief question.

Mr. BOILEAU. Does the gentleman agree, then, that
so far as the dairy industry is concermed they are being
damaged but the gentleman would square the damage by
saying it has helped some other part of the country?

Mr. HARLAN. There is no industry in the country that
has been more definitely benefited by reciprocity than the
dairy industry.

Mr. BOILEAU. How about the Canadian frade agreement
on the importation of cheese?

Mr. HARLAN. I cannot yield further at this time, but I
will yield later.

We are looking at pictures. ILet us now look at the picture
entitled “High Tariff Makes High Wages.” The gentleman
on the other side of the aisle draws a picture of happy fac-
tory employees coming out of the factory, opening pay
envelopes, and looking over the wall marked “tariff” into
the dilapidated hovels of foreign laborers. The rest of this
picture, Mr. Chairman, which is not shown, depicts thou-
sands of American factories that have been driven out of
this country into Canada, into England, into Germany, and
other countries, and now even into Mexico, employing foreign
laborers where Americans ought to be employed. This pic-
ture ignores the fact that five-sixths of our laborers get no
benefits at all from this wonderful high-tariff protection;
it ignores the fact also that the average wage of those who
are not working under protection has been 75 cents an hour
as against 56 cents an hour, the average wage for those
working in protected industries.

The average annual income from protected labor is some-
thing like $1,104 and nonprotected labor $1,709. If tariffs
are responsible for this wage, as the tariff proponents say
they are, then certainly there is something wrong in the way
the tariff has treated American labor. (Wages: F. W. Taus-
sig, Some Aspects of the Tariff Question.)

A few years ago a group of Ohio tire manufacturers came
to Washington. I happened to be present at the meeting.
This was just after one factory from Ohio had gone to
England to manufacture tires. I was sitting next to an
executive of this company and was certainly sure I had
a low-tariff advocate next to me. I asked him what he
thought of the Smoot-Hawley tariff. He said:

Fine; I am for it. I realize that we have had to take part of

our production abroad, but we made just as much profit manufac-
turing there as here.

They had just as much interest in American labor that
had been displaced by retaliatory tariffs as an ordinary man
would have when there is talk of Army mules being displaced
by tractors.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. CrowTHER] insists
that the Smoot-Hawley tariff created no resentment abroad.
Apparently the fact that 45 nations, against all precedents,
made a direct protest against the bill to our State Depart-
ment means nothing to him. Latin American countries
raised their rates on all our exports. Spain reduced the
tariff on automobiles 60 percent to apply to every country
except the United States. We had an annual trade in auto-
mobiles with Spain prior to the Smoot-Hawley tariff of 5,000
cars a year. After the change in the Spanish tariff this
shrunk to almost nothing. We had almost a monopoly of
the radio business in France because France manufactured
no radios. After the Smoot-Hawley tariff our quota was
reduced to 10 percent of their consumption and the rest went
to Germany.

Oh, no; there were no retaliatory tariffs against us. They
did not hate us. They just liked the other people better.
I may say, Mr, Chairman, that the purpose of all this
reciprocity campaign talk is not in the interest of free
trade. It is simply to try to return to the tariff schedules
which we had prior to the Smoot-Hawley debacle. It is
an effort to get us back on some kind of a friendly commer-
cially profitable plane with the rest of the world. The same
gentleman has repeatedly contended that the Smoot-Hawley
tariff did not injure our foreign trade, because, he said:
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of duty

Qur imports -free after the Smoot-Hawley tariff
actually went down quicker than our imports of dutiable goods.

The fact of the matter is that our free goods then, as now,
were all raw materials for manufacture or the basic foods.
When the panic of 1929 hit us the first thing that stopped
were the factories and their demand for raw material. The
families that were thrown out of work could not buy food,
and naturally it was raw materials and food that dropped
first; while the people who could buy the more or less
Juxury commodities that came in under the duty list were
still able to buy and the demand continued. The reverse
happened on our return to prosperity. The increase has
not been in the dutiable class. It has been in the low-duty
and the free-import brackets.

While our opponents have been drawing pictures they
have not neglected to dramatize. They like to dramatize
themselves as the exclusive custodians of all frue patriotism.
Buy American! Keep your money at home! Employ Ameri-
can labor! Let the foreigner pay the tax!

Mr. Chairman, the poorly concealed purpose of ali this is
to endeavor to demonstrate that it is possible for this
country to be happy and prosperous while our neighbors are
in squalor and want.

Mr. GIFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARLAN. I will a little bit later. I will put the
gentleman’s question anywhere he wants it put in the speech.

Mr. GIFFORD. That will be very nice. I have listened
to the gentleman patiently.

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. TrReapway] has enjoyed his efforts to pillory
Dr. Sayre and Dr. Grady, of the State Department, who
advocate the opening of our foreign trade. Dr. Grady and
Dr. Sayre have said that our highest prosperity can come
only when other people are sufficiently prosperous to prefer
to live in peace as opposed to war and to make good
customers. This, the gentleman says, is dangerous
internationalism.

In the words of the “Unhappy Walker”, let us look at the
record. From 1915 to 1920 we had a wonderful period of
prosperity in this country. We Democrats who were then in
power thought that a part of this was due to our reorganiza-
tion of the banking system and to the assistance lent to agri-
culture and to a reasonable degree of honesty in government.
But not so, say the Republicans. The prosperity was due
to foreign conditions and an unusual foreign demand for our
goods, they say. Then in 1929 we had a depression which
soon developed into the greatest panic in our history. We
Democrats recognized the apparent necessity of the depres-
sion, but thought the panic was due to the fact that the
banking system under Republican administration had be-
come rotten; that the Government was either dishonest or
very much uninspired; that industry had become strangled
by its own parasites; and a peasant population had developed
in agriculture. The Republicans then said, “Oh, no; you are
all wrong., That panic,” so they said, “was due to world con-
ditions. The foreigners could not buy our commodities and
could not pay their debts; therefore we had the panic.”

Thus it seems that both Democratic prosperity and Re-
publican panics are due to world conditions; but do not let
a member of the Democratic State Department say anything
about improving these world conditions by opening up trade
because if they do they are dangerous internationalists and
the red flag of Moscow is going to supplant the Stars and
Stripes.
~ Mr. RABAUT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARLAN. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. RABAUT. Does the gentleman know it has been
claimed that the Smoot-Hawley tariff cost the people of
Michigan about $63 apiece? Also, the New York Post stated,
“What would you think of a merchant who prepared for hard
times by deliberately insulting his best customer?” That is
what we did under the Smoot-Hawley tariff.

Mr, HARLAN. I yield now to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. GIFFORD].

Mr. GIFFORD. At the beginning of the gentleman’s re-
marks he said that the race for the reelection of Roosevelt
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was two-thirds over if the Republicans took certain things
as their slogan to which the gentleman referred. Did the
gentleman hear of this little conversation between Owen D.
Young and the President, in which he stated he lost 7 votes
in a particular New York county? There are no Democrats
involved in the northern part of the country where this

Mr. HARLAN. I thank the gentleman for his contri-
bution.

Mr. Chairman, in the CoNcressioNan Recorp of March 17
we find some further remarks of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts on the question of reciprocity which might be called
highly uninteresting even if true.

We notice a table with columns designated “Net exports”,
“Silver bought”, “Gold bought”, and “Total.”

For the year 1929 we find under “net exports”, $841,000,000.
Everyone knows that our exports for that year were $5,200,-
000,000, so he must have meant by “net exports” that great
blessing, the favorable balance of trade. In his last column
called “total” he has a figure of $740,000,000. This result
is achieved by adding to net exports the silver bought,
nineteen millions, and subtracting the gold bought of one
hundred and twenty millions.

Elementary arithmetic suggests that whenever we subtract
a quantity we call the result a remainder, but whether we
call it a total or a remainder, it would certainly be helpful
if someone would tell us what, if anything, it means. Cer-
tainly the gentleman from Massachusetts left us wholly in the
dark.

To get his “total” for 1930 he adds the silver and subtracts
the gold.

For 1931 he subtracts the silver and adds the gold.

For 1934 he subiracts both gold and silver and produces a
“total” which would be highly interesting if it meant any-
thing.

Mr. LAMBETH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from
South Carolina yield the gentleman from Ohio 3 additional
minutes so that I may make a brief comment and ask the
gentleman a question, with his permission?

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr, Chairman, I yield the gentleman
from Ohio 3 additional minutes.

Mr. LAMBETH. I have listened to the gentleman’s re-
marks with a great deal of interest, and in order to keep his-
tory straight I think it should be stated that the first recipro-
cal-trade agreement ever negotiated with Canada was by a
Republican President, Mr, Taft, in 1911,

I have had occasion recently to read the debates in the
Canadian House of Commons upon this subject, and it is
interesting to note the arguments of the opposition party,
which was so overwhelmingly defeated last fall and which is
now against ratification of the agreement by Canada. The
argument used against ratification has been that the agree-
ment would create more unemployment in Canada: in other
words, that the agreement is bad for Canada, just as our
friends across the aisle say it is bad for the United States.
One or the other of them must be wrong. However, the
preliminary vote on approval in the Canadian House of Com-
mons on March 10 carried by a vote of 175 to 39, so I am
inclined to think that if this question becomes the chief issue
of the Republican Party this fall the vote will be equally
decisive against their position. It is also interesting to note
that in the course of the argument of the former Prime Min-
ister, Mr. Bennett, who is leading the opposition, the member
from Moose Jaw commented upon his remarks and called
them “pap.” I am inclined to think that the arguments
against the agreement in this country are more political and
sectional than economic and national, and that they are more
partisan than political.

I thank the gentleman for permitting me to inject these
remarks into his speech.

Mr. HARLAN. The gentleman is absolutely correct. With
respect to the advocates of high-tariff privilege, oh, far be
it from them to talk about dividends or profits. They are
not the things they are interested in. They are always in-
terested in the poor laboring man. Canada is no different
in the matter of organized greed than the United States.
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I wish I had some time to go into some phases of the
Canadian parliamentary argument.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr, McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 5
additional minutes.

Mr. HARLAN. The remarks of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. TreapwAY] on this question are so obviously
the production of that great master mind, George N. Peek,
because they are just a repetition of the things he puts out,
and that gentleman is here now doing ghost writing for any-
one who wants to make a speech on the subject.

That gentleman made a remarkable discovery. Sometime
ago he found out that a foreign individual who possessed
credit in this country could use that credit to buy American
investments. That seemed terrible to him, so he comes out
with an entirely new system of international trade, described
in some papers as “Peekonomy.” It is marvelous that he
waited until 1935 to give that discovery to the world, when
we had so many examples in the 1920’s. During that time
America did not want to take European imports, so it used
its credit to make extensive investments in Europe. They
turned out to be gifts rather than investments, because they
were no good.

All such investments are either good or bad. If good,
some day they will have to be paid back, and when paid
back they will have the same effect on trade as if the goods
were purchased in the first place. While investments are
in operation dividends have to be paid and are a stimula-
tion to the export business.

Now, in the long run, we might just as well try to escape
the law of gravity as the fact that in the final analysis
tangible plus intangible exports, plus gifts received, equal
tangible and intangible imports, plus gifts sent.

If we reduce imports we reduce exports to the same ex-
tent, and we can no more escape this result than we can
escape taxes.

Now, the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Ricel show considerable evidence of ‘“Peekonomy”,
when he told us on March 20 as follows:

I call the attention of the House to what reciprocal trade
agreements are doing to the farmers of this country. In 1933
there were imported into the country 4 times as much wheat
as was imported in 1934, 14 times as much corn, twice as much
oats, 22 times as much butter, 75 times as much beef, and 30
times more pork, double the amount of wool, and the same holds
true of a great many other farm commodities.

Now, not a single item named was affected in any way
by the reciprocal treaties, except just about enough corn
imported from Cuba to supply the moonshine liquor for one
county in Pennsylvania.

As long as high-tariff advocates continue to put such false
and misleading propaganda into our records, certainly
somewhere, some place, it shows something wrong with the
whole tariff argument. The gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. Treapway] repeated the same thing on the 30th. It
has been put into the REecorp time and time again. This
increase in imports, or certainly so far as eleven-twelfths
of it is concerned, has nothing whatever to do with the reci-
procity treaty. Eleven-twelfths of our increase in imports
come in under the Smoot-Hawley tariff.

In conclusion, I want all to remember, in spite of the
artistry and dramatics, and so forth, that the reciprocity
program is not one of free trade. Jumping out of the fry-
ing pan into the fire has never been a pleasurable or profit-
able occupation. Tariffs regiment industry, exploit labor,
and impoverish agriculture, but a nation that has built its
economy on tariffs is like a man afflicted with the drug habit.
If you destroy the evil at one blow you will probably kill
your patient. Drastic reductions in tariffs would promote
foreign dumping and destroy investment, disorganize industry,
and promote unemployment. No one is recommending that.
What this administration, with reciprocity treaties, is trying
to do is to return to the prepanic tariff rates of 1922, and
thus start the world again back toward an era of economic
peace and good neighborliness.

Reciprocity is one phase of that persistent idea—the
Golden Rule. Reciprocity points the way to peace in com-
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mercial warfare, to a truce in military conflicts. Reciprocity
is based upon the concept that each of us prospers best when
we all prosper most.

Just prior to the recent naval conference, Japanese spokes-
men indicated strongly that no naval reduction was possible
as long as tariff walls closed up raw material markets.
Representatives of Germany have recently made the same
statement with reference to peace in Europe so long as
Germany is deprived of her colonies and access to raw ma-
terials.

Mussolini has openly said that Kellogg treaties, Locarno
pacts, and peace freaties generally are of little value as
compared to a reduction in tariffs.

Dr. Hendrick van Loon in his Story of the World We
Live In, while speaking of the World War, said:

It is a bit sad to reflect that pigs were primarily responsible for
the outbreak of that terrible disaster. For Serbia had only one
great article of export—pigs—and by putting impossible duties
on pigs, the Austrians and Hungarians were able to ruin the only
trade from which Serbia derived any profit at all. The dead Aus-
trian grand duke was the pretext for the mobilization of all the

armed forces of Europe. But the underlying cause of all the ill-
feeling in the northeastern corner of the Balkans was the duty

on pigs.

The difference between our former tariff treatment of
Cuba and the Austro-Hungarian conduct toward Serbia lies
in the fact that Cuba had no allies powerful enough to
declare war on us.

It would be humorous if it were not so serious, to listen
to our colleague from Minnesota [Mr. KNuTsoN], who is so
ardent for peace that he voted against the World War, and
yet constantly expounds the virtues of a high tariff, the
one underlying cause driving this world into another in-
evitable holocaust.

Our colleague from Wisconsin [Mr. Bomeau] eloquently
and constantly expounds the cause of peace yet he has been
most ardent in his advocacy of commercial warfare. In
fact, he has signed a petition on the Speaker’s desk that
would carry high tariff to its logical conclusion and establish
a complete trade embargo as far as dairy products is con-
cerned.

Mr. Chairman, we cannof starve our neighbors and expect
to live in peace, we cannot continue as the custodian of
the world’s greatest raw-material market and hope to pre-
serve our neutrality in any kind of a world conflict. There
is just one way out, dictated by common sense, by our expe-
rience, and by our desire for profits, and that is to open
up channels to foreign trade. Until this is done the hope
of any permanent peace is simply a delusion.

Mrs. KAHN. Mr, Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRRSEN],

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I always feel quite melan-
choly after listening to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Har-
raN], and I feel a spiritual impulse to say amen, Also I feel
like the young gentleman in the song that was current dur-
ing the war, expressing the sentiment that “they are all
out of step but Jim.” Perhaps we are out of step, perhaps
I am out of step, but you know there must also be a lot of
people in the Corn Belt who are out of step, because on the
14th of April they are to have a huge conference at Sioux
City, Iowa, in which they plan a fight on the farm imports.
This invitation I hold in my hand says “ The time has ar-
rived for action against agricultural imports”, and con-
tinues:

Come to this conference. The very life of the Middle West is
at stake. The figures on imports of farm products given else-
where on this page reveal the menacing situation that confronts
the farmers directly and business and industry indirectly. Come
to the big conference in Sloux City, Iowa, April 14, and help fight
for justice for the Mlddle West. Your support 18 needed.

I am extending an invitation to my good friend from Ohio
to go to the conference and be enlightened.

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIRESEN. Yes.

Mr. HARLAN. During the Republican administrations
the price of farm products in the country was not high
enough fto encourage imports. Which would the farmers
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rather have—farm products and no imports or higher prices
and some imports?

Mr. DIRKSEN. This conference is being called in the
heart of the Corn Belt, and there must either be a lot of
deluded farmers and deluded Republicans, including myself,
or else there is some basis for alarm in the fact that 1935
is the first time in our history that we have imported
43,000,000 bushels of corn, hundreds of millions of pounds
of meat, millions of bushels of oats, wheat, and barley, and
vast quantities of other farm products. What our Midwest
farmers remember, but what my friend from Ohio forgets,
is that these continued imports will soon break the price of
farm products.

Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to revise and
extend my remarks. -

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mrs. KAHN, Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute o the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Maas].

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I have introduced a bill to
make it a felony for a Member of Congress to participate in
Federal patronage. The bill would prohibit Senators or Rep-
resentatives from even writing letters urging appointment to
or promotion in the Federal service, either civil service or
noncivil service. The purpose of the bill is to aid in carrying
out a program of divorcing legislation from patronage. The
greatest threat to freedom in the United States is not com-
melm. but the spoils system of patronage.

Our system of government never intended that legislators
should be patronage dispensers. The control over legislation
by the Chief Executive through influencing Members of Con-
gress by doling out jobs for Congressmen and Senators to
distribute in return for faithful subservience to Executive
desires in legislative matters is a complete reversal and major
violation of the spirit of our whole governmental philosophy.

The heart of the American system as established by the
framers of the Constitution was complete separation and
independence of the executive and legislative branches of
government.

Through the development of the unsavory spoils system
the Congress has been constantly losing its independence and
legislative freedom. No longer are Congressmen and Sena-
tors responsive to the best interests of their constituents
first, but now are first concerned with building up political
machines through handing out jobs. No longer do Members
of Congress depend for reelection upon their legislative rec-
ords, but now count upon political appointees to do the job
both for campaign contributions and the active campaign
work.

It creates an unfair opportunity for incumbents to per-
petuate themselves in office. The most successful Congress-
men are the ones who obtain the most jobs for constituents,
not the ones who contribute the most constructive legislative
solutions of our national problems.

The patronage system makes for inefficient, incompetent
Government operation of the various departments and
bureaus.

The loyalty of a political appointee is naturally to his or
her patron who was instrumental in obtaining the appoint-
ment. How can it be otherwise? The result is that the
merit system plays very little part in our Federal service, It
is grossly unfair to the bulk of citizens who aspire to Federal
service. Of course, only a comparative few of such people
happen to know a Congressman or Senator. Yet those few
form a favored class in America, to the exclusion of the
great bulk of applicants who do not have congressional pull.
This is so even in the civil service, where congressional influ-
ence is so often sought and too often given to appoint from
the eligible list the political favorites. It has made a mock-
ery of the civil service; and what is left of merit in the sys-
tem dissipates into thin air because of the constant pressure
of those who are so appointed to use the same political pres-
sure to obtain promotions after they get on the Federal pay
roll and usually not long after, either. This inevitably
discourages those who do get appointed solely &s a result of
competitive examination and who depend for promotion
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solely upon the value of the service rendered to the Gov-
ernment.

Unfortunately, the loyalty of politically appointed em-
ployees of the Government is too much to individuals and
the political party responsible for their jobs and not to the
Government itself. Too often the main service rendered is
to the political machine or the individual patron and not to
the work of the bureau or department of the Government
for which and by whom the appointee is paid.

The general impression seems to be that a Member of
Congress is or should be a free employment agency and that
finding of jobs on the Federal pay roll for a favored few
constituents is the main purpose for which he is elected.

To free Congress from administration control so that leg-
islation may become the true expression of the will of the
reople, to improve legislation by restricting Congressmen
to their legislative duties, and to improve Government serv-
ice in the interests of increased efficiency and economy, it
is absolutfely essential that the merit system of appointment
to and advancement within Government employment be ex-
tended from top to bottom.

Only selected and a comparatively few policy-making of-
ficers should be exempted from a great public-service sys-
tem, protected from the spoilsman and dependent solely
upon the individual’s merit, with equal opportunity for all.
This bill is an effort to further such a movement.

Mrs. EAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GiFrorpl.

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I have obtained this time
to make a little clearer my question to the gentleman from
Ohio. When I read the paragraph a day or two ago it was
clear that the President tried to tell Mr. Younc that he had
but little chance on the reciprocity matters in Canada, be-
cause there were so few Democrats along the Canadian bor-
der who would be adversely affected, that not many votes
would be affected either way.

Mrs. EAHN. Mr, Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr, BrLAckNEY].

Mr. BLACENEY. Mr. Chairman, I have long been an
admirer of the Constitution of the United States which be-
yond any doubt is the greatest statement of fundamental gov-
ernmental facts that the world has ever known. In my
judgment, one of the crowning features cf the Constitution is
the Supreme Court of the United States. Under our consti-
tutional theory our Government is divided into the legislative,
executive, and judicial departments, each supreme within its
own field, yet cooperating to make a perfected government.

Much discussion has occurred on the floor of the House
with reference to the right of the Supreme Court to declare
acts of Congress unconstitutional. There are those upon the
floor that look upon this prerogative of the Supreme Court as
purely one of usurpation, never contemplated by the fathers
otfseil‘.rhe Constitution, and not provided by the Constitution
i .

On the other hand, there are others who believe it is clearly
the right of the Supreme Court to pass upon the constitu-
tionality of laws, whether State or National.

Under the theory that we have three independent forms of
government, clearly the Supreme Court would be assumed
then to have this constitutional right. It is very interesting
to turn back the pages of history and glean what information
we can there with reference to our concept of the Supreme
Court. On the floor of the House it has been repeatedly said
that inasmuch as we derived our legal procedure from Eng-
land, and the English courts claim no power to review acts of
Parliament, therefore it was unprecedented for the Federal
courts to review acts of Congress. This statement is worth
considering.

It is true that the English courts prior to 1787, at which
time our National Constitutional Convention was in session,
recognized the absolute supremacy of an act of Parliament.
That recognition, however, was not based on a conception
of legislative immunity from judicial review but was based
on the fact that Parliament itself acted in a dual capacity—
as both legislature and court. Parliament was a court
before it ever assumed legislative powers, and it was and




4826
always has been from ifs inception the highest court of
England. An act of Parliament was both supremely legis-
lative and supremely judicial.

Viscount Brice, one of England’s greatest constitutional
writers and the author of The American Commonwealth,
said:

Parllament is not a body with delegated or limited authority,
The whole fullness of power dwells in it. The whole nation is
supposed to be present within its walls, Magna Carta and the
other bulwarks of English liberty restrain only the kingly power.
Parliament itself is subject to no constitutional restrictions.
Parliament is omnipotent.

The Constitution, however, is entirely different in America.
Congress has no judicial powers with a possible exception
of impeachment and with relation to its Members, and even
the legislative powers are enumerated and limited by the
Constitution itself. Therefore there is no ground whatever
for judges to rank an act of Congress as they would an act
of Parliament.

Most of the authorities who have controverted the judi-
cial right to review congressional legislation have based their
arguments largely on the common-law esteem of acts of
Parliament. Each of these authorities, however, overlooked
the fundamental difference between Parliament and Con-
gress; each overlooked the designation of Parliament in the
‘Declaration of Independence as “a jurisdiction unacknowl-
edged by our laws”; each overlooked the patent fact that
the common law is not a part of the supreme law of the
land as defined by the Constitution; and each overlooked
the historical fact that the American idea of judicial review
is not an offshoot of the common law but is a development
of colonial practice.

Among the arguments heard on the floor of the House
with reference to the Supreme Court’s alleged usurpation of
power in assuming the right to declare an act of Congress
unconstitutional is the statement that the fathers of our
Constitution did not recognize the right of any judicial body
to declare a legislative act unconstitutional. Let us again
study the historic background of this statement. The
colonial governments in America were the issues of specific
grants from the King and were thus “connected to England
through the Crown and not through Parliament or any other
governmental division of the Kingdom.” These grants au-
thorized the establishment of a limited form of self-govern-
ment and were usually called charters, although the ones
established in New Hampshire, New Jersey, and North Caro-
lina were styled constitutions. These charters differed con-
siderably in the specific powers granted or conveyed to the
respective Colonies, but they had this common provision,
that local legislation should not be confrary to the laws of
England. This provision itself was adopted from the con-
stitution of the Island of Jersey and has been applied to
most of the colonial charters and constitutions granted to
the early American Colonies.

In pursuance with that practice, the colonial laws were
constantly decided by their charters and by the laws of Eng-
land. If the laws of the charters were in conflict with the
laws of England, then they were void. The extent of that
practice is shown by the fact that nearly 400 acts of colonial
assemblies were annulled by the Privy Council because they
did not pass that test. The invalidation of a colonial act
was read at least once in every court, once in every church,
and once at the military muster throughout the colony.
Thus the colonists became familiar with the practice of hay-
ing their legislative acts declared unconstitutional when any
of these acts conflicted with the parent body of laws. The
local legislatures were limited by the terms of their grant or
their charter; if a power had not been granted to them, it
could not be exercised legally.

In pursuance with this principle established during the
colonial period, the right of the courts to test legislation under
the State constitution was quickly asserted in 8 of the 13
new States and became a settled American provision. Quot-
ing from the Notes of James Madison, who was a delegate to
the Constitutional Convention, the statement was made:

In some States the judges had actually set aside laws as being
against the Constitution. This was done with general approbation.
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So instead of judicial power to determine the validity of
legislation under a written constitution being unknown in
1787, it had been exercised in America under colonial and
State governments for a hundred years prior to the Conven-
tion. Luther Martin, one of the members of the Constitu-
tional Convention, said:

The constitutionality of laws will come before the judges in their

official character. In this character they have a negative on the
laws.

The right of judicial review was repeatedly declared in
early sessions of Congress without any concerted opposition.

It has been asserted on the floor that the right of the Su-
preme Court to declare an act of Congress unconstitutional
was originated by Chief Justice Marshall in the decision in
the case of Marbury against Madison. As a matter of fact,
we have seen historically that this principle had been estab-
lished in America practically a hundred years prior to the
enunciation of the prineiple established by Chief Justice Mar-
shall in that case.

Again if is stated on the floor that there is nothing in the
Federal Constitution to authorize the assumption that the
courts should have a right to declare an act of Congress un-
constitutional. When our forefathers were building the Con-
stitution they were insistent on perfecting a government dif-
ferent from the parliamentary government of England and
wanted to achieve the absolute independence of the judiciary.

Congress being an artificial creation of the Constitution,
can exercise only such powers as the Constitution conférs.
Article I, section 1, brings Congress into being with the state-
ment—

All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress
of the United States.

All legislative powers are not vested in Congress, but only
such powers as are therein granted. Thus congressional leg-
islative powers are special and limited. This limitation was
deliberately made. The specific powers granted Congress are
named. in section 8 of article I, and include the power “to
make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carry-
ing into execution” the powers vested by this Constitution in
the Government of the United States. There is not even a
hint that Congress can exercise any judicial power, with the
exception, as above stated, to its relation to its own members
and to impeachment. Section 8 fixes the absolute boundary
of congressional action in relation to laws.

Judicial exposition of laws is beyond that boundary, and
therefore beyond the range of Congress. After conferring
on Congress the right to determine its own membership and
on the Senate “the sole power to try all impeachments”, the
Constitution vests “the judicial power” of the United States
in the Federal court. That phrase—"“the judicial power”—
must mean all the remaining judicial power, especially since
there is no further planning whatever of judicial and legis-
lative powers and no further delegation of any judicial
power.

What is judicial power? It is the power to declare the
law. What are the laws of the United States? They are
the Constitution, the laws passed by Congress in pursuance
of the Constitution, and all treaties made under the authority
of the United States. Thus the Constitution does have a
statement authorizing the Federal courts to declare the law
in any case of law or equity arising under the laws of Con-
gress. Every case before this court is either in law or equity.
A line conferring more absolute jurisdiction in cases which
involve acts of Congress cannot be conceived. For the
power to declare the law necessarily comprises the right of
determining what is the law and of rejecting what is not
the law. Article VI further makes these three classes of
laws “the supreme law of the land.” An act of Congress
“made in pursuance” of the Constitution thereby becomes
the lawful equal of the Constitution itself, but an act re-
pugnant to the Constitution is not made “in pursuance
thereof”, is not “proper for carrying into execution” the
powers vested thereby in the Government of the United
States as provided in article I, section 8, and is not the
legal offspring of constitutional government.
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In a case where the court must declare whether the Con-
stitution or an unconstitutional act is the law, it would
clearly be the duty of the court, under the general con-
ception of official duty, to prefer the Constitution as para-
mount. This duty is made ahsolute by the judicial oath
prescribed by the Constitution itself which binds the judges
“to support the Constitution.” The oath to support the
Constitution has no exception. If permits no evasions, It
requires exposition of every such violation whereon the court
is required to declare the law.

From the above statements it follows historically and con-
stitutionally that the Supreme Court have the clear and
constitutional right to declare an act of Congress repugnant
to the Constitution as unconstitutional.

I am much indebted to the Honorable John H. Hatcher,
of West Virginia, in his recent forceful and pertinent ad-
dress on the right of the Supreme Courf to declare an act of
Congress unconstitutional for much of the historic data
herein given.

There is much discussion today with reference to the
Supreme Court’s attitude on labor, and the statement is
frequently made that the Supreme Court decisions have been
hostile, in the main, to organized labor. A study of the facts,
however, determines that this statement is not true.

Charles Warren, a prominent Democrat, who formerly
held the position of Assistant Attorney General under Presi-
dent Wilson, and who is known as the foremost historian in
the country on the activities of the Supreme Court, has
published a very notable book called “Congress, the Constitu-
tion, and the Supreme Court”, in which book he reveals the
fact that organized labor has received many more favorable
decisions than otherwise., Mr. Warren states in his book
that on laws of Congress the score has been 80 to 6 in favor
of labor, and that in the case of State labor laws the Su-
preme Court has upheld 60 and decided adversely in only
6 cases.

Mr. Warren further states in his book—

In view of the record of steady support of legislation in behalf
of and protection of labor, and rendered generally in cases in
which the corporations and employers contend that the statutes
were invalid, it may fairly be said that it is not only uncandid
and unfair to the public, but also ridiculous for anyone to state
that the decisions of the Court are on the side of the wealthy
and powerful and against the poor and weak.

Mr. Warren's book is worthy careful study as a splendid
presentation of the principles of Congress, the Constitution,
and the Supreme Court. [Applause.]

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoNEs].

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, so much has been said dur-
ing the last few months about the refinancing of farm mort-
gages that I think the House will be interested to know
just what has been done during the last 23 years in connec-
tion with that situation. I present these facts as purely
historical and without reference to the merits or otherwise
of pending measures. When a fine piece of work is done in
a successful way, it frequently attracts but little attention.

THE FARM-CREDIT SYSTEM

When I was a boy the farmers of north Texas lived under
the shadow of 10 to 20 percent interest. When a farmer
needed credit he would go to the local bank and make a 60-
or 90-day note, bearing interest at the rate of 10 percent, with
interest taken out in advance. As the farmer had to be
financed on an annual basis, this interest would be com-
pounded every 60 or 90 days, with rates figured as only a good
banker could figure them.

I asked my father why this method was used. He told me
that our banking system was fashioned to suit the needs of
the commercial and business interests of the country and was
not suited to the needs of the farm and ranch.

When I made my first race for Congress I had as a plank
in my platform that an agricultural credit system should be
fashioned suited to the needs of agriculture and separate and
apart from the commercial credit structure of the country.

A BEPARATE CREDIT STREUCTURE

It was my privilege a little less than 3 years ago to sponsor

the measure which established the Farm Credit Administra-
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tion. So far as I have been able to learn, this is the first
time in the history of any country that a complete credit
system has been formed for agriculture, wholly independent
of the commercial banking system. It should be interesting
to everyone to have a report as to how this Administration
has functioned and in a general way what it has accom-

plished.
A BUCCESSFUL ORGANIZATION

A fine piece of machinery runs smoothly and almost noise~
lessly. Sheerly on the basis of its operations and on the
results achieved, it is, in my judgment, one of the most’
successful agencies established in the present administration.
The naked facts prove this beyond dispute.

PURPOSES

At the time of its organization the Farm Credit Adminis-
tration faced two major tasks:

First. The refinancing of hundreds of thousands of farm-
ers’ debts in as short a time as possible; and

Second. The building of a permanent system of credit for
agriculture.

TYPES OF CREDIT

In building the Farm Credit Administration it was the
purpose to make available through permanent institutions
four different types of credit. To do this, four wings were
established under one head, each wing to handle a different
type of needed credit:

First. The land banks, to handle long-term land paper;

Second. The cooperative banks, to handle the necessary
credit for farmers’ cooperative buying and selling organiza-
tions;

Third. The production credit corporations, to handle the
current essential production credit; and

Fourth. The intermediate credit banks, which are the dis-
count institutions and which, through the sale of debentures,
provide the necessary funds for the operations of the coop=-
erative and production credit divisions.

Thus, instead of a heterogeneous lot of agencies of the
Government supervising the making of loans to farmers, the
administrative responsibility has been centered in one or-
ganization, the Farm Credit Administration, which under one
head supervises the credit needs of the farm and ranch.

EMERGENCY REFINANCING

The biggest single job of the Farm Credit Administration
was the refinancing of farm-morigage indebtedness. Prior
to its establishment, credit conditions in agriculture were
nothing short of chaotic. The institutions which had nor-
mally furnished mortegage credit had virtually retired from
the field. Not only had they ceased to lend, but many of
them—almost in a state of panic—were trying to collect in-
stallments and liquidate holdings under conditions which
made such collections virtually impossible. Threats of fore-
closure and actual foreclosure suits were the order of the day.
Hundreds of thousands of farmers were threatened with the
loss of their homes. A major agricultural catastrophe was
imminent; yet most of these farmers were in financial straits
because of conditions beyond their control.

LAND BANK AND coxmmom LOANS

Land bank and commissioner loans were made available up
to a maximum of 75 percent of the appraised normal value of
farms, with a maximum limitation of $7,500 on individual
loans. Between May 1, 1933, and January 31, 1936, 1,079,944
applications were filed. A total of 775,672 applications, or
71.8 percent of the total number received, had been approved
prior to January 31, 1936. Applications numbering 35,028
were canceled or withdrawn, and 12,348 were in progress
through the banks, but had not reached the loan committee.
A number of applications which were approved were later
canceled or withdrawn, principally because the applicant
could not obtain the cooperation of his creditors in working
out his debt problem, or because he had worked out his debt
situation without the necessity of refinancing.

During this period 734,141.loans were closed for a total of
$1,962,514,301. It is estimated that nearly 87 percent of the
total amount loaned by the land banks during the emergency
period has been used to refinance indebfedness. Nearly 70
percent was used to pay off mortgage debts, 14 percent for
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short-term debts, and about 3 percent for taxes. Thus these
lending activities have not resulted in farmers going further
into debt.

I make this flat statement, that the Farm Credit Adminis-
tration, during the 2% years has made more loans in re-
financing farm mortgages than were made in the 16 previous
years of the land bank’s history. Statistics will show that.
They have saved hundreds of thousands of farm homes.
They have furnished the lowest rate of interest in doing so
that has ever been furnished in the history of the world in
‘any great country. [Applause.] Regardless of how people
may feel and what they think interest rates should be, the
fact is that we now have the lowest rates that any country
ever had on long-term farm credit.

. Here is an interesting thing in proving the effective way
in which the farm credit has been handled. At the time
this refinancing began, farm bonds were selling in the 80’s.
We have now the lowest rate of interest that we have ever
had, and all farm-credit bonds are selling above par. We
have a separate system of credit for agriculture. It may not
be the best in the world but it certainly has produced results.

I want to cite you another interesting fact, in view of
statements that have been made by people who sometimes
get over-enthusiastic. I have a table here which shows the
number of units that it has taken during the different years
since 1920 to pay the interest on a $10,000 mortgage, and
the amount that it requires today. These are statistics that
have been compiled in the Department of Commerce and in
the Department of Agriculture.

Let us take cotton, for instance. In 1932, cotton was sell-
ing at 5 cents a pound. It took 25 bales of cotton to pay the
interest on a $10,000 loan. In 1935, cotton was selling at
11,9 cents per pound, and it took 5.9 bales of cotton, about
one-fourth as many to pay the interest on a $10,000 mort-
gage as it took in 1932. Is that unsuccessful administration?

I will insert in the Recorp a table which shows the rates
from 1910 on. i

In 1932 the farm price of wheat was 35.6 cents per bushel,
and it took 1,826 bushels of wheat to pay the interest on a
$10,000 loan. In 1935 the farm price of wheat was 76.4
cents per bushel, and it took 458 bushels instead of 1,826
bushels to make the interest payment on a $10,000 loan.

In 1932 the farm price of corn was 29.9 cents a bushel. In
1935 it was 82 cents a bushel. In 1932 it took 2,174 bushels
of corn to pay the interest on a $10,000 mortgage. In 1935 it
took 425 bushels of corn instead of 2,174, about one-fourth
as many.

The price of hogs in 1932 was $4.23 per 100 pounds. In
1935 it was $8.40 per 100 pounds. If a man wanted to sell
hogs and pay his interest on a $10,000 mortgage in 1932
he had to sell 70 hogs. Last year he had to sell only 19 hogs.
" If a farmer were in the dairy business, the price of butter-
fat in 1932 was 144 cents per pound. In 1935 it was 22
cents per pound. A man would have to sell 4,514 pounds of
butter in 1932 and only 1,500 pounds in 1935 to pay the
interest on a $10,000 mortgage.

Taking the average of all farm products, the index price
in 1932 was 57. The index price in 1935 was nearer to 100.
The index of all farm products required to pay the interest
on a $10,000 mortgage in 1932 was 175. In 1935 it was 53.

Now, whatever else may be said, regardless of the fact that
you may want a better system, regardless of the fact that
you may think the interest rates should be lower, the fact
remains that a magnificent job of refinancing farm mort-
gages has been done. Nobody can gainsay that fact.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr. JONES. 1 yield.

Mr. MAPES. I am not sure the gentleman can answer
this question, but he spcke of the number of farms that
have been saved by reason of the refinancing of farm mort-
gages in the last 3 years. Of course, there were a great
many that were on the verge of being lost. In the gentle-
man’s opinion, what percentage of the farm mortgages of
those who were in danger of losing their farms has already
been refinanced, and how many farmers are there now left
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who are in danger of losing their farms because of over-
indebtedness? :

Mr. JONES. Of the 6,700,000 farms which it is estimated
there are, there are mortgages on only 2,400,000. A little
less than 40 percent of the farms of America are under
mortgages at all. There are $8,279,000,000 estimated now in
outstanding farm mortgages of all kinds. On February 29,
1936, the land banks and land-bank commissioners had out-
standing 1,078,160 loans, totaling slightly less than $3,000,-
000,000.

Mr. MAPES. So that over one-third have been refinanced
and are now held by the Government?

Mr. JONES. Yes.

Mr. MAPES. I thought the total amount of farm mort-

gages was now something under eight billion.
Mr. JONES.
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It is about eight billion two hundred and

seventy-nine million, according to the figures I have. These,
however, include short-term obligations. If only long-term |
mortgages are included, it would be somewhat less than eight '

billion.

Mr. MAPES. Of course, the remaining farms that are
mortgaged are not all mortgaged at anywhere near their
full value?

Mr. JONES. That is true in many instances. Of course,
some of them are. Some of them are mortgaged for more
than their value. '

In many instances where they are mortgaged for more
than their value, unless the creditor will reduce the mort-
gage it is almost hopeless to try to refinance them. If the
mortgage cannot be cut down to the place where the mort-
gagor has a chance to see daylight there is not much ad-
vantage in its being refinanced.

The rate of foreclosure is far less this year, and there are
fewer abandonments, or cases in which the situation appears

more or less hopeless, There are some exceptions, of course. |
Mr. MAPES. Will the gentleman’s figures show what per- |

centage of those who have obtained loans from the Govern-
ment are failing to keep up their payments?

Mr. JONES. Yes. The payments have been kept up fo a
remarkable degree. The number of land-bank loans have
more than doubled since the new administration was started,

yet the number of delinquencies are actually less than when °

there were only half the number of outstanding loans. Up
to date delinquencies have been much less than one would
think. There are some, of course, mostly in connection with
commissioners’ loans and land-bank loans due to conditions
prevailing,

DEBT REDUCTIONS

Applications for loans frequently indicated that the farm-
ers’ debts were so heavy they could not be refinanced with-
out creditors agreeing to scale down the debfs to a point
where they could be refinanced with reasonable hope of final
repayment. To assist in this situation, the Governor of the
Farm Credit Administration early contacted the State Gov-
ernors, suggesting the formation of agricultural advisory
councils. These State councils, or committees, would recom-
mend appointment of county debt-adjustment committees in
each county, which in turn would work with deserving farm-
ers and their creditors to reach a mutually satisfactory set-
tlement of their debts.

Advisory councils were set up in 44 States and debt-ad-
justment committees in 2,752 counties. As a direct and
indirect result of their work, many farm homes have been
saved, thus keeping more than one-half million: worthy per-
sons on farms and off relief rolls, It is estimated that about
14 percent of the loans made by the land banks and 26
percent of the loans made by the Commissioner were made
after scale-downs had been effected by the borrowers.
The total amount of such scale-downs is approximately
$210,000,000.

Far outweighing these accomplishments, however, has been
the influence of these committees in restoring credit stabil-
ity in many troubled areas; in developing a debt-paying
morale limited only by the debtor’s ability to pay; and in pro-
moting the development of a more general practice on the
part of creditors to make the necessary voluntary adjust-
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ments in order to avert liquidation. Yes; the Farm Credit
Act has done more. It is the keystone in the supporting
arch and has helped to save the credit structure of America.
The program has saved hundreds of thousands of farm
homes.
INTEREST RATES REDUCED
The help extended during this emergency period has not
been confined merely to refinancing farmers’ indebtedness
and relieving them from the threat of foreclosures. Easier
terms and interest rates lower than ever before granted to
the farm and ranch have been placed in effect. Emergency
rates on all loans through associations are reduced to 3%
percent for all interest payable prior to July 1, 1936, and to
4 percent during the next succeeding 2 years.
SUCCESSFUL OPERATION

Refinancing of farm-mortgage debts on such a tremendous
scale could not have been accomplished without bringing
about the desired results. That the emergency job is passed,
that abnormal numbers of foreclosures are also well behind
us is shown by the steady decline in the applications for
loans received by the 12 Federal land banks. During August
1933 applications for loans numbered about 76,000. During
the same month in 1934 they totaled about 27,000, whereas
in January of this year they were only about 7,800. Still
another indication of improved conditions in agriculture and
the nearing of the completion of the emergency activities in
the farm-mortgage field is the heavy decline in requests for
immediate aid to avoid impending foreclosure. Shortly after
the Farm Credit Administration was organized an average of
more than 500 applications per day for immediate help was
received from farmers who were threatened with foreclosures,
Now the number does not exceed 20 to 25 per day.

OTHER IMPROVEMENTS

Another favorable indication of better conditions in agri-
culture is improvement in loan payments. The records of
the Farm Credit Administration show improvement in col-
lections on all types of farm loans and indicate that farm-
ers have lost nothing of their firm intention to meet their
obligations in good faith and get out of debt. The borrowers
from the Land Bank Commissioner have paid 86 percent of
all the matured installments on their loans.

INTEREST RATE

In spite of anything that may have been said to the con-
trary, the rates charged are as low or lower than those
charged industry by other Government agencies for long-
time credit. I insert herewith a statement regarding the
rates charged by the Reconstruction Finance Corporation:

Current rate of interest or dividend by classes

Percent
Loans under sec. 5 of the Reconstruction Finance Corpo-
ration Act, as amended:
Banks and trust companies (including receivers, liquidat-
ing agents, and conservators)
Building and loan associations (including receivers)_____
Insurance companies__
Mortgage-loan companies
Credit unions.
Federal land banks.._._...
Joint-stock land banks
Livestock credit corporations 4
Agricultural credit corporations_______________ A 4
Railroads (including receivers and trustees)_____________
State funds created for the purpose of insuring repay-
ment of deposits of public moneys_ 4
Borrowers engaged in the fishing industry. . __________ 5
Authorizations to industrial or commercial business under
sec. 5 (d) of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation Act,
as amended:

4
4
e 4
4
4
3

3
:

Purchases of participations
Loans on the assets of closed banks and trust companies under
sec. 5 (e) of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation Act,
a5 amended
Authorizations under the Emergency Relief and Construction
Act of 1932, as amended:
Self-liguidating projects, sec. 201 (a), title II (includ-
ing loans for financing repair or reconstruction of
buildings damaged by earthquake, fire, tornado, or
cyclone in 1933) o eo_- e . 4
1In cases where the corporation purchases securities of a railroad
the interest rate Is the same as that borne by the securities so
purchased.
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Current rate of interest or dividend by classes—Continued

s . Percent
Authorizations under the Emergency Relief and Construction
Act of 1932, as amended—Continued
Financing exports of agricultural surpluses, sec. 201 (c),
title II iy g 10
Financing carrying and orderly marketing of agricultural
commodities and livestock produced in the United

States, section 201 (d), title II 4
Commodity Credit Corporation .. _________. 3
Amounts made available for relief and work rellef, sec. 1,

g3 £ 72 5 Gl e, ome L Cnl e il ARl B o bl oot 3

Authorizations under section 304, title III, of the act approved
Mar. 9, 1933, as amended:
Loans on preferred stock of banks and trust companies__
Subscriptions for preferred stock of banks and ftrust
companies
Purchases of capital notes or debentures of banks and
trust companies.. 2
Authorizations under section 1 of the act approved June 10,
933, as amended:
Loans on preferred stock of insurance companies________
Subscription for preferred stock of an insurance com-
pany. =
Loans to or for the benefit of drainage, levee, and irrigation
districts under section 36, title II, of the Emergency Farm
Mortgage Act of 1933, as amended
Loans to finance the acquisition of property declared unsafe,
or the repair of property damaged by reason of flood, dan-
ger of flood, earthquake, conflagration, tornado, or cyclone,
in 1933, 1934, 1935, and 1936, under the act approved April
13, 1934, as amended
Loans to borrowers engaged in the mining, milling, or smelt-
ing of ores under section 14 of the act approved June 19,
1934, as amended, including loans on mineral acreage._...__ 6

#3815 percent to Jan. 31, 1940, inclusive, and 4 percent thereafter.

Mr. FIESINGER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield for an observation in this connection?

Mr. JONES. I yield.

Mr. FIESINGER. My understanding is that the people
who have these loans do not have to make any payments
until 1938.

Mr. JONES. They do not have to make any payments on
account of principal.

Mr. FIESINGER. Notwithstanding this, they paid $43,-
000,000 on account of principal last year.

Mr. JONES. The gentleman is correct.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 additional
minutes to the gentleman from Texas.

RATES IN OTHER COUNTRIES

Mr. JONES. It is also interesting to note that the rates
being charged farmers in the United States for long-time
credit are lower than those being charged in any other
important country,

In Canada the interest rate is 5 percent; in Denmark, from
4 to 6% percent; in Germany, from 4!% to 8 percent; in
Great Britain, 5.2 percent; in Hungary, 7 percent; in Aus-
tria, 7 percent; in Bulgaria, 9 percent; in Czechoslovakia, 6
percent; in Latvia, 8 percent, and in Yugoslavia, 6 percent.

In one or two other countries the rates are comparatively
low, but these are temporary provisions, and in no country
of any consequence have I been able to find long-time rates
that are as low as the rates charged for the different types
of credit to the American farmer.

A SOUND SYSTEM

Not only has this inctitution operated successfully in the
furnishing of interest rates to the American farmer lower
than he has ever been able to obtain heretofore and also
lower than those charged farmers in any other country, but
the Farm Credit Administration has been able to do this
and at the same time to keep the institution on a sound
financial basis. All of its obligations are selling either at
par or at a premium. This in itself is a fine tribute to the
manner in which the organization has been handled.

To Gov. William I. Myers, who is the head of this institu-
tion, and to his corps of assistants, the American farmers
and ranchmen owe a debt of gratitude. Without noise, with-
out undue boasting, through long hours of difficult labor,
they have performed a task of which the Nation may well
be proud. [Applause.]
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OWNED BY FARMERS

Another vital feature of the Farm Credit Administration
is that it is so organized and established that if kept sound
it will finally be owned as well as controlled by the farmers
themselves. It is peculiarly their own institution. They,
above all people, are interested in keeping it on a sound
basis. To put it on any other basis might gain a femporary
advantage, but this would be done at a vast sacrifice to the
farmers’ long-range interests, because they could not hope
to have it succeed and have it maintained on any other
basis.

If those who are interested will but compare not only the
long-range interest rates, but also the current interest rates
which prevail under this institution with those which pre-
vailed prior to its organization, they will appreciate all the
more the fine accomplishments of this new organization.

THE FINAL PURPOSE

The purpose of the Farm Credit Administration is not to
get the farmer further into debt but to finance his current
credit and to enable him, in so far as possible, finally to re-
duce or pay off his obligations and thus at last to be free.
That the borrower is servant to the lender is gospel as well
as the law of life. My chief purpose in advocating the lower
interest rates is thus to decrease rather than to increase
the farmers’ obligations.

I again want to paraphrase a statement made by one of
the most brilliant men that America has produced:

When every farmer in America shall eat bread from his
own fields and meat from his own pastures and, disturbed
by no creditor and enslaved by no debt, shall sit amid his
orchards and vineyards and barnyards and gardens, plant-
ing his crops in their seasons, and growing them in inde-
pendence, making wheat and cotton his clean surplus, and
selling them in his own chosen markets, in his own time
and manner, and not at a master’s bidding, taking his pay
in cash and not in a receipted mortgage, which, while it
ends a portion of his debt, does not restore his freedom, then
will be dawning the fullness of a new day.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

APRIL 2

THE PRESENT ADMINISTRATION
For many years there has been talk of restoring the pur-
chasing power of the farmer; of giving the farmer his true
place in the naticnal economic picture; of giving him equal-
ity under the laws of our land. During most of these years
this has been confined to rosy platform promises and to the

"eloquence of the political forum.

The present administration has translated some of these
terms into a reality. [Applause.] The prices of farm prod-
ucts have greatly increased; benefit payments in large vol-
umes have been made to the farmer in an effort to bring
him up to the level of parity with other citizens of the land.
To my mind the capstone of all these accomplishments is
what has been done and what is being done by the Farm
Credit Administration.

There are those who are never satisfied; there are those
who continually complain because more has not been done.
I hope the American farmer and ranchman will not mistake
the form for the substance.

In one of Aesop’s fables there is a story of the dog who
had a piece of meat in his mouth. He came to a bridge
across a small brook. Looking down into the clear waters,
he saw reflected what he thought was a better piece of meat.
Turning loose what he had, he grasped at the shadow of what
he thought to be an improvement in his situation, and his
efforts left him in a very real sense meatless.

The Farm Credit Administration may not be—it is not—
perfect. But it is the farmer’s own institution, fashioned to
suit his own needs. He, above all people, is interested in its
permanent operations,

I believe he will listen neither to the assaults of those
financial institutions which would undermine its success to
serve their own selfish ends, nor to those mistaken idealists
who would risk the loss of this vast step forward in the way
of accomplishment by grasping af things that cannot now be
attained.

With the facilities that are at his command the future of
the American farmer and ranchman is more nearly than ever
in his own hands.

Annual interest cost to farmer of a $10,000 farm-morigage loan obtained during the pre-war period af 614 percent and refinanced by a Federal land-bank loan in 1933 at 5 percent,
logether with quantities of selected farm products required to pay such inferest

Annual interest payment Quantities of selected farm products required for farmers to pay interest

Cotton Wheat Corn Hogs Butterfat All farm products

Index of

Year o quantity

Paid by | Pald | Farm Bales Farm | Buoshels | Farm | Bushels | Farm (220 Ibs. Farm | Pounds | Indexof | ofall
Total | Treas- by price | required | price uired | price | required | price reqat priee | requ! prices farm
ury farmer | July 15 | topay | July15 | topay | July15 | topay | Julyls to July 15 | to pay | received | products
(cents | interest | (cents | interest | (cents st | (dolers fntores | (cents | intersst | July 15 | required
per (oum- per (num- per (nonm- per (num- per (oum- | (1910-14 | to pay
pound) !| ber) bushel) 1| ber) bushel) 1 ) cwt.) ! ber) pound) ! ber) =100) ! %ntemt
1910-14
=100)

$650 None £650 127 10.2 86.2 54 70.1 0927 7.25 41 ns 2,768 100 100
650 None 650 84 15.5 104.6 621 78.3 830 6.84 43 242 2,686 99 101
650 None 650 37.1 3.5 429 263 174.6 ar2 13. 65 2 52.5 1,238 o 45
650 None 650 2.4 6.6 140.3 463 104. 4 623 12.02 25 40.5 1, 605 149 67
650 None 650 1.9 10.9 70.6 921 7.1 843 £.38 35 L6 2,057 111 90
650 None 650 8.5 16.2 36.3 1,791 5.0 1,204 6.20 43 2L1 3, 081 79 127
650 None 650 5.1 25.5 35.6 826 20.9 2,174 4.23 70 14.4 4,514 57 175
# 500 §50 450 10.6 8.5 86.9 518 55.4 812 3.98 51 2.0 1,957 ki o1
500 50 450 12.3 7.3 78.8 71 59.2 760 3.07 52 21 2,086 87 80
500 150 350 1.9 5.9 76.4 458 82.4 425 8.40 19 23 1,670 102 53

1 Crop Re Board, U. 8. Department of Agriculture.
2 Loan refinanced with Federal land bank at 5 percent.

Farm Credit Administration, Division of Finance and Research, Ang. 15, 1935,

Mr, FIESINGER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
for a further observation?

Mr. JONES. Yes.

Mr. FIESINGER. Seventeen mortgages were foreclosed out
of one thousand in 1925. The number of foreclosures rose,
but this year it is down to about 19 in 1,000.

Mr. JONES. The number is down very greatly. I rose
one year to nearly 40 per 1,000.

Mr. Chairman, I am as anxious as anyone for low rates of
interest. I think they will improve. We have really started,

and I want to see this great institution builded into a finer

and more far-reaching structure. If we hurry it too much,
if we insist upon too much, we may load it down. Let us
keep it sound. Let us build to keep something that for the
first time in the history of America has given the farmer a
type of credit suited to his needs.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairma.n will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JONES. I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. In the figures which the gentleman is
inserting in the REecorp is there anything to show who owns
the balance of the farm mortgages other than those held by
the Farm Credit Administration?
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Mr. JONES. T have not the late figures, but in 1933, at
the beginning of this program, a House document was printed
which showed exactly the percentage of those held by the
various lending institutions of the country. This is House
Document No. 9, Seventy-third Congress, first session. Those
figures would simply have to be brought down to date.

Mr. CRAWFORD. In other words, that document shows
the number held by the major financial institutions of the
country.

Mr. JONES. Yes; the amount held by the land banks at
that time, the amount held by insurance companies, and the
amount held by different groups.

Mr. MAPES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JONES. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. MAPES. The gentleman mentioned the interest rates
on farm mortgages in other countries.

Mr. JONES. Yes.

Mr. MAPES. Could the gentleman tell us how the inter-
est rate on commercial and other loans in those countries
compares with similar loans in this country?

Mr. JONES. I am sorry, but I have not that information.

[Here the gavel fell.l

Mrs. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kansas [Mr, Hopel.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, Kansas is the fourth State
of the Union in the production of cil. Each year its petro-
leum products contribute millions of dollars to the wealth
of the Nation. Each year its petroleum industry gives em-
ployment to thousands of people whose consuming power
helps keep the railroads and the factories of the country
occupied.

To give you an idea of the importance and value of the
Kansas oil industry, let me cite the following figures:

Fifty million dollars was paid for Kansas crude oil during
the year 1935.

Eight million and twenty-five thousand dollars was paid
to the farmers and landowners of Kansas for renfals and
royalties during the same year, which sum was more than
half of the total amount of taxes levied on all the farms of
Kansas.

Two million eight hundred thousand dollars went to Kan-
sas farmers as bonuses paid on oil leases.

Three hundred and seventy-one million dollars has been
invested by the oil industry in production in Kansas,

Sixty million nine hundred thousand dollars has been in-
vested in oil pipe lines in Kansas.

Five million five hundred and ninety thousand dollars has
been invested by the oil industry in natural-gas gasoline
plants in Kansas.

Nineteen million seven hundred and fifteen thousand dol-
lars represents the expenditures in the producing division for
noncapital purposes in Kansas for 1934, the last year for
which such figures are available. This includes salaries,
wages, and material which is consumed as it is used.

Eight hundred and thirty-five new wells were drilled in
Kansas during 1934, and in addition to oil 46,909,000 cubic
feet of gas were produced in Kansas in 1934. In 1935 there
were over 7,000 men directly engaged at full time in the
production and refining end of the oil industry in Kansas.

All that these figures mean to the prosperity, the employ-
ment, consuming power, and the general welfare of the
Nation is made possible by the fact that the oil industry in
Kansas produced and had a fair market for its production
of 54,787,000 barrels of crude oil during 1935. It just hap-
pens that for the same year this Nation imported 54,811,048
barrels of foreign oi1l, counting not merely petroleum but the
various products thereof translated into their petroleum
equivalent., So in effect we have imported into this country
during the past year the equivalent of another oil State of
the size and importance of Kansas. It was not necessary to
import a single barrel of this oil. Our own producers could
have produced many times that amount had it not been for
the restrictions which it was necessary to place on the in-
dustry in order to prevent overproduction and consequent
price demoralization. The State of Kansas alone could have
produced more than this additional 54,000,000 barrels of oil
which we unnecessarily imported. In fact, during the
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month of February last, Kansas produced less than one-
seventh of the capacity of its existing wells.

The whole Nation would object if we admitted as immi-
grants to this country the peons of Venezuela and Mexico
who produce the foreign oil which dominates, in price at
least, our domestic market. We would forcefully object to
any legislative proposal which would take from American
workers that employment and give it to those newly admitted
immigrants who have been accustomed to work for a pit-
tance a day. With millions of Americans unemployed, we
would become justly indignant at any proposal to give well-
paying jobs and positions to such a group of immigrants.
We would be still more resentful if we admitted these immi-
grants, with their low standards of living, permitted them
to displace American workers, and then granted them an
exemption from all taxes which are paid today, directly or
indirectly, by the same number of citizens in Kansas.

When we admit the products of these men we are for all
economic purposes admitting them. We are permitting them
to displace that number of American citizens who might
have produced an equal amount of similar products in this
country. We are to that degree eliminating employment
opportunities for that number of workers in this country.
We are transferring abroad the values which these products
represent in human terms as well as in monetary values.
‘We are taking opportunity and hope and faith in this country
away from that number of Americans who may today be in
our relief lines because the work which they might have done
in the petroleum industry of this country has been done
instead by the cheap peon labor of Venezuela and Mexico.

Have we gained anything by importing petroleum products
equivalent to the production of another oil State of the size
and importance of Kansas? Well, the importers brought this
oil into the country for about $3,000,000 less than they would
have had to pay for the oil had it been produced in this
country, so perhaps they received some benefit. But did the
American people as a whole get any benefit from that
$3,000,000? Hardly. Cheap foreign oil is not so cheap when
it reaches the consumer. Its cheapness lies in its low pro-
duction cost. Very little of that low cost is passed on to the
purchaser. Most of it goes to increase the profits of the im-
porters. What does that $3,000,000 in the pockets of the oil
companies mean to the farmers, the landowners, and the
workingmen of this country who are directly or indirectly
benefited by the oil industry? It represents a loss of over
$8,000,000 to farmers and landowners. If represents a pos-
sible loss of nearly $3,000,000 to them in bonuses. If means
unemployment for approximately 7,000 men throughout a
full year. It represents potential dividends, widely distrib-
uted, on over $400,000,000 worth of invested capital.

After all, foreign oil is not really cheap. Actually its cost
is high to the entire Nation, as well as to the petroleum
industry. We are penny wise and pound foolish when for
the slight saving of $3,000,000 we sacrifice several times that
amount, besides multiplying unemployment and increasing
the problems of one of our most important domestic
industries.

No one is proposing today that we close the door entirely
to these imports. There is, however, before this Congress
a suggestion in the Disney oil import bill, H. R. 10483, that
these importers be required to bear a portion of the tax
burden which is today carried by every form of American
industry. This proposal suggests that imported crude
petroleum and fuel and gas oil shall pay an excise tax of
1 cent a gallon instead of one-half cent now levied. This
slight increase would still leave to foreign oil an advantage
in production cost over domestic oil.

It is further proposed in this measure that a tax of $2
per ton be levied on asphalt imported in this country.
Foreign asphalt or asphalt made from imported asphaltic
oils is today taking half of our asphalt market and reaping
the advantages and benefits which Congress intended should
accrue to American industry and American labor through
the appropriation of hundreds of millions of dollars for
road construction in this country.

The same measure proposes not an embargo on foreign oil
or foreign oil products, but a definite limitation to 4.5 percent
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of the American consumptive demand. Certainly there is
nothing unfair about this when all of our large oil pro-
ducing States have placed limitations upon the domestic
production of oil and the Federal Government is cooperat-
ing by preventing the transportation in interstate com-
merce of oil produced in violation of State laws or regula-
tions. It is therefore entirely logical and in harmony with
our domestic policy to place a limitation upon imports. In
fact, there are many people who feel that as long as domes-
tic production must be cut down so drastically that imports
should be shut out altogether. We are not asking for an
embargo, however. We are merely asking that sufficient re-
strictions be placed on imports as will enable the domestic
petroleum industry to more successfully advance its program
of a balance between supply and demand. In other words,
that American capital, American labor, and American land-
owners be given a fair chance to bring about the benefits
which would accrue to this country by the addition of the
oil production of another Kansas. [Applause.]

Mrs. KEAHN. Mr, Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. ENGEL].

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I am introducing two resolu-
tions pertaining to the payments of old-age benefits.

The first resolution provides for the appointment of a
commission of nine members—three Members of the Senate,
to be appointed by the President of the Senate; three Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by
the Speaker; and three members to be appointed by the
President of the United States. The duties of this com-
mission would be to give further study to the old-age-pen-
sion problem with a view of recommending to the next
Congress such amendments to the present social-security
law as will make more permanent and adeguate provisions
for the aged of our land. A study of title I of the present
social-security law convinces me that while, in my judgment,
it is far from perfect, it is fundamentally sound and is a
foundation upon which we can build. I am now referring
only to title I of that act which pertains to an old-age
pension and not to the other provisions, Title I can, in my
judgment, be amended so as to give us an adequate old-age-
pension law and go as far along this line of legislation as
the Constitution permits the Congress to go. If is for this
purpose I ask that a commission be appointed.

I have made no provisions in this resolution for the hold-
ing of further hearings, nor for the taking of testimony, nor
does it contain an appropriation. We now have 2,500 pages
of testimony taken by the Finance and Appropriation Com-
mittees of the Senate and the Ways and Means Committee
of the House pertaining to this subject. It is more a question
of studying the testimony we have than of taking more testi-
mony. If additional facts are required, I am sure they are
available without hearings. Should the committee to which
this resolution is referred disagree with me, I shall cheer-
fully acquiesce in its judgment.

The question might well be asked, “Why not let the Com-
mittee on Finance and Appropriations of the Senate and the
Ways and Means Committee of the House handle the sub-
ject?” My first inclination was to draft a resolution asking
those committees to do so. However, when I considered the
tremendous amount of legislation before these committees,
the amount of work required of them and their chairman,
I felt it was an imposition on them to ask them to devote
more time to the subject—time which they should and are
devoting to current legislation pertaining to taxation and
the raising of revenues.

The second resolution amends the present Social Security
Act. If passed, the following will become law:

First. Every aged single person would receive $40 a month
and an aged couple would receive $60 a month.

Second. The Federal Government would contribute 80 per-
cent instead of 50 percent of the amount paid.

Third. States must pay a pension to every aged person 65
years old or over who qualifies.

Fourth. No State can qualify under the act if it requires
an aged person or persons to deed their home or homestead
as a condition of payment of pension if that homestead is
assessed for less than £3.000.
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While many States now have old-age-pension laws, few, '
if any, are paying substantial sums per month for the aid
of the aged. While the sums they are paying will be dupli- ,
cated by the Federal Government after July 1 of this year, /
such sums will, in my judgment, still be wholly inadequate.
In my own State we are paying now some $8 or $10 a month
per family. After July 1 this will be increased to from $16
to $20 a month per family, a sum which I think everyone
will agree is wholly inadequate. |

Most of us will acknowledge that many of the States, par- |
ticularly in the South and West, find it impossible to raise
enough money to pay their share under the present law. It |
is for this reason that I have provided in my second resolu- '
tion that the Federal Government pay 80 percent of such
cost and the State government 20 percent. This provision in
itself does not contemplate the raising of more revenue than
the original Social Security Act ultimately contemplated. It
shifts the burden of raising an additional 30 percent of the
necessary revenue from the State to the Federal Government.
This will relieve some of the States now unable to raise their
share and enable them to pay a more adequate amount.

The first amendment increases the amount to be paid to
single persons from $30 to $40 a month, leaving the amount
to be paid to husband and wife jointly at $60 a month, as
provided by the present Social Security Act.

The fourth amendment provides that no State can qualify
under the act if such State requires the deeding or the con-
veying of the home or homestead of the aged person as a
condition of payment if the assessed valuation of such home-
stead is less than $3,000.

I wish to discuss the first and fourth amendments to- |
gether. Let us take a concrete example as to how the law is |
working out in Michigan now. In my home State the State |
requires the deeding of the home as a condition of payment |
of old-age benefits. Think of an investigator coming into
that old home and asking that father or mother or grand-
father or grandmother to deed it to the State. Every wall
echoes and reechoes with memories—memories of 40 or 50
years of married life and happiness of that old couple; every
memory of a half a century; every joy and every sorrow that
has transformed that house into a home comes back to those
old people when they are asked now, as a condition of receiv-
ing those benefits, to deed away that old home. They will
starve first. That old man will go out in the street and beg
for a crust of bread before he will sign that deed. It does
not help to tell them that they can live there as long as they
live. They just cannot understand that sort of a policy.
Neither can I. I consider it the most brutal and outrageous
condition that can be imposed. I am therefore asking that
no State can qualify under the law if it imposes such a con-
dition. If the commitiee which is considering this bill does
nothing more than to report out the bill containing this
amendment, I feel it will have done much to eliminate criti-
cism of the present Social Security Act. Much of the eriti-
cism that is really due to the State for imposing this condition
or similar conditions is unjustly heaped upon the Federal
Government.

Again, a husband is usually 4 or 5 years older than the
wife when they are married. This means that the wife lives,
as a rule, that much longer. The reason I increased the
amount from $30 to $40 a month for single persons is so
that the survivor, whether husband or wife, can continue to
live in the old home after the other is gone. The same taxes,
the same rent, insurance, heat, and light is required by one
that is required by the fwo. While $40 a month does not
necessarily pay the expense of maintaining that home, it
does help. I want them to live with their memories in that
little home as long as either of them lives. I want them to
retain their pride of ownership. I want fo make it impossi-
ble for a State to require them to sign a pauper’s oath or to
make paupers out of them before they can receive the old-age
benefits.

I sincerely hope that the committee will give this bill care-
ful consideration and that it will be reported out now in
order that we may pay more adequate amounts to the aged
and eliminate the pauper’s clause which the present law
permits the State to impose,
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After everything is said and done and all investigations
made, you will find that the best and only effective answer
we can give to any movement which advocates the payment
of adequate pensions to our aged is not to promise to pay
but to pay an adequate pension to our aged not next year or
the year after, but now! [Applause.]

Mrs. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY].

Mr. TREADWAY., Mr, Chairman, one of the great sources
of my regret is that it is impossible to be at more than one
place at a time. The duty of attending the hearings incident
to the writing of the new tax bill as proposed by this adminis-
tration takes up practically all of the time of a member of
the Ways and Means Committee. I would have much pre-
ferred, so far as my personal pleasure is concerned, to have
been on the floor this afternoon when the distinguished gen-
tleman who is now presiding over this Committee delivered,
I am told, a most eloquent Democratic campaign speech. I
understand that in the course of his remarks he offered some
advice to the Republicans. Or perhaps I should put it an-
other way: He threw down a defy to the Republican Party
with reference to its procedure at the convention to be held
in Cleveland. If I have been informed correctly as to what
the distinguished gentleman said, it was in effect that the
Democratic Party expected to approve of the so-called re-
ciprocal treaties in their platform to be adopted in Phila-
delphia and challenged the Republicans to oppose them on
that platform.

Of course, it is rather difficult for anyone to say 3 months
in advance what a large group of men and women repre-
senting a particular party will do in a convention; but unless
I mistake all signs, the Republican Party at its convention in
Cleveland will be only too glad to accept the challenge of
the present occupant of the chair and “go to bat” before the
people with one outstanding platform promise—and that is
that we will repeal every reciprocal treaty put on the books by
the present Democratic administration in contravention of
the Constitution. I think perhaps that is about as plain as I
could reply to what the gentleman evidently said; but to-
morrow I shall be glad to look over his remarks more in
detail, and if he has offered any arguments favorable to re-
ciprocal treaties at some future time, I shall be very glad to
proceed along the line of an argumentative discussion with
him which we have been carrying on for the past couple of
years.

The gentleman has had some recent recruits. So have I
Both sides are pretty well supplied. The gentleman from
New York [Mr, CuLkin] has been of very great assistance in
showing up the fallacies of these reciprocal-trade treaties.
The gentleman from Ohio has also had some recruits, which
includes one of my intimate friends, the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. Raeaurl, who, as a songster, is much better
than as a politician. There is another recruit on that side,
my colleague on the Ways and Means Committee [Mr.
Buckl. It is to Mr. Buck’s remarks on March 31 to which
I address myself at this time.

The gentleman from California [Mr., Buck] inserted in
the ConcressioNAL Recorp of March 31 a long list of what
are described as concessions upon agricultural products
granted to the United States under the trade treaties thus
far negotiated.

It is comforting to know that in the negotiation of these
treaties the interests of American farmers have not been
entirely forgotten. We are expected to infer from his re-
marks that the farmer is not the forgotten man in the
making of reciprocal treaties.

But the facts of the case are that the method of provid-
ing that comfort is only theoretical, not a reality.

It seems unkind to criticize those who have sought to
relieve Congress of the burden and odium of tariff making,
so a few observations may be in order. On the other hand,
of course, tariff making is the duty of Congress, imposed by
the Constitution, and a duty we ought not to shrink from
by giving the President a blanket authority.

A large number of the concessions granted to this coun-
try under the trade treaties that have been negotiated are
merely “paper” concessions. In many cases they merely
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represent undertakings on the part of foreign governments
not to increase the tariff on American products for the life
of the agreement. In other cases, we are simply given the
benefit of concessions granted to other countries, but there is
no provision against increase at any time. In still other
cases the quantities of American exports affected by the
so-called concessions are negligible or even nonexistent.

For example, Canada cuts the duty on live horses from
$25 to $12.50. Now that is fine, except for the fact that we
do not export horses to Canada as a commercial proposition.
I believe a few horses go over to Canada for breeding pur-
poses, but as a commercial proposition, horses do not go over
the Canadian line, The same is true of the rest of the
livestock schedule of concessions intended fo benefit this
country.

Again, the Netherlands agrees to take 5 percent of their
total import requirements of wheat flour and milling wheat
from the United States; but here is the cafch; if our prices
on these are competitive with world prices. Think what a
wonderful concession that is. Now take lard. Switzerland
agrees to take from us 90 percent of her import require-
ments of lard, if and when she raises her present absolute
embargo on lard. If I am not mistaken, 90 percent of zero
is still zero. Perhaps some concessions of value may have
been obtained for American agriculture, but these examples
suggest strongly that many more of the supposed advantages
will prove on examination to be like those I have described,
of negligible or dubious value.

Mr. THURSTON, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. THURSTON. Since these reciprocal trades have been
made, we know, of course, they have included grain and
dairy products; but have tobacco and rice and ship stores
been included in any of the treates we have made with these
foreign nations?

Mr. TREADWAY. I doubt if any of them are included,
but if the gentleman has looked them up, I am perfectly
willing to take his word for it.

Mr. THURSTON. I wonder if the regional residence of
the Secretary of State who drafts these treaties has had
anything to do with the omission.

Mr. TREADWAY., The Secretary of State is a consistent
free trader, as we know from our experience with him here
in Congress.

Mr. BUCK. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia,

Mr. BUCK. I am sure the gentleman wants to be accu-
rate.

Mr. TREADWAY. Well, I am not positive as to the items
mentioned. I will take the gentleman’s statement for it if
he wants to make it.

Mr. BUCK. I desire to call the gentleman’s attention to
the note under the Swiss agreement to the effect that the
Swiss Government will authorize the importation of lard
within 3 months after this agreement goes into effect. So I
trust the gentleman will correct his statement to the effect
that there has been no concession made.

Mr. TREADWAY. If she raises her present absolute
embargo on lard, is what I said in that respect.

Mr. BUCK. My recollection is that the gentleman stated
there was no assurance that the embargo would ever be
removed.

Mr. TREADWAY. And I do not believe what the gentle=
man has read gives us such assurance.

Mr. BUCK. There is a definite assurance, if the gentle-
man will pardon me, that it will be removed within 3
months,

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes; but at the same time the rates
of duty on cheese and watches will be immediately removed,
probably to offset any lard that we may send over there. If
there is one thing that Switzerland wants to get into this
country more than anything else, as the gentleman well
knows, it is watch movements and parts of watches.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
one further question?
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Mr, TREADWAY. For just one question, because I do
not suppose the gentlewoman from California will want to
yield me much more time,

Mr. BUCK. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman’s
thought, but with reference to watch parts or with refer-
ence to any other matter of industry, the gentleman will
recall that I put in these tables solely in the interest of agri-
culture and the farmer.

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes; and I also have some tables re-
lating to farm products to put in the Recorp during the
course of my remarks,

Mr. BUCK. I hope the gentleman will put in any tables
he wants to include, and I call his attention particularly to
the fact that the ones I referred to are concessions.

Mr. TREADWAY. I do not think the gentleman would
deny the fact that horses are raised on farms, and if a con-
cession from $25 to $12.50 per horse is of any value, it ought
to mean that there are some horses going from our farms
to the farms in Canada which, as a matter of fact, they do
not do.

Mr. BUCK. The gentleman will at least admit that in
previous years, until Canada raised its tariff barriers, we ex-
ported great quantities of fruits, vegetables, and other
articles produced in the United States.

Mr. TREADWAY. Of course, if the gentleman can get
Canada to take off those duties and leave ours on, that is a
different proposition; but that is not the scheme af all in g
reciprocal treaty.

Mr, BUCK. I am willing to trade a little bit.

Mr. TREADWAY, Oh, I have no doubt about that, be-
cause the gentleman probably regards the tariff as a local
issue, and whatever part is beneficial to California is all right.

Mr. BUCK. Does the gentleman concede at least that
these arrangements have been beneficial to California?

Mr. TREADWAY. No; I do not think they have been of
benefit to anybody in the United States, because we have got
to consider this from the standpoint of a group of people
rather than any local organization. Whether or not one par-
ticular item may benefit California, I do not know or care.
I do know that your reciprocal treaties are terribly destruc-
tive of American agriculture, industry, and labor from the
Atlantic to the Pacific coast.

Mr. RABAUT and Mr. BLANTON rose.

Mr. TREADWAY. Before I yield further I must be sure
that I am going to have a little more time.

Mr. BLANTON. I would like to ask the gentleman one
question.

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman from Michigan, I be-
lieve, was ahead of the gentleman.

Mr. RABAUT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. I yield to the gentleman,

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman says these reciprocal-trade
agreements have not been of benefit to any industry. The
gentleman knows that they have been of benefit to the auto-
mobile industry. :

Mr. TREADWAY. I do not admit that. I have the proof
right here, if I had time to go into it.

Mr. RABAUT. I will ask that the gentleman have addi-
tional time.

Mr. TREADWAY. I get my time from the lady from
California.

Mr. RABAUT. They certainly have been of benefit to the
automobile industry, and I know what I am talking about.

Mr. TREADWAY. I decline to yield further, and I will
take care of the genfleman from Michigan in due time.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., TREADWAY. No; I cannot yield now. I will do as
the gentleman usually does, and say, “Not just now, but
later.” [Laughter.]

Let us examine the price we are paying for these so-called
concessions. In return for scattering concessions from nine
countries, Cuba, Belgium, Haiti, Sweden, Brazil, Canada,
Netherlands, Switzerland, Honduras—the agreements with
Colombia and Nicaragua are not yet in effect—we have
lowered our own agricultural tariffs all along the line to the
entire world, Germany excepted. The detailed list was in-
serted by Senator Dickinson in the Recorp of Monday, Jan-
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uary 22, 1936, which I commend fo your attention. .The
results of that policy are seen in the steady increase of
competitive agricultural imports into the United States and
the comparative decrease of agricultural exports, as seen
from the Department of Agriculture’s own tables of agricul=
tural exports and imports.

Mr. Chairman, I have certain tables here which I ask
unanimous consent to insert as part of my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr., TREADWAY. Last Monday I referred to the fallacy
upon which the administration’s trade-agreement program
is based. Increased imports do not necessarily mean in-
creased exports. As I have just pointed out, the theory breaks
down completely when it is applied to agriculfural exports
and imports. The trade-agreement program is thus not only
false in theory, being based on false premises, but is also a
failure in fact. Moreover, it involves direct violation of Presi-
dent Roosevelt’s explicit pledges to agriculture in the 1932
campaign. He has broken other pledges to other groups,
but seldom to so many people at once. In his Baltimore
speech of October 25, 1932, he said:

Of course, it is absurd to talk of lowering tariff duties on farm
products. I declared that all prosperity in the broader sense springs
from the soil. I promised to endeavor to restore the purchasing
power of the farm dollars by making the tariff effective for agri-
culture and raising the price of his products. I know of no effective
excessively high tariff duties on farm products. I do not intend
that such duties shall be lowered. To do so would be inconsistent

with my entire farm program, and every farmer knows it and will
not be deceived.

Well, if they have not been deceived, they will vote for the
Republican ticket in November.

Again at Boston, on October 30, 1932, Candidate Roosevelf
said: :

I favor—and do not let the false statements of my opponents
deceive you—continued protection for American agriculture. I
favor more than that. I advocate measures to give the farmer an
added benefit, called a tarifi benefit, to make the tariff eflective on
his products.

Contrast these definite pledges to our farmers with the
President’s action in granting extensive concessions on for-
eign agricultural products as contained in the Canadian and
other agreements, including such commodities as cattle,
cream, cheese, poultry, corn, apples, lima beans, peas, pota-
toes, tomatoes, sugar, tobacco, and so forth.

To quote further from the President, in his message to Con=
gress of March 16, 1933, in connection with the A. A. A. bill,
he said:

Deep study and the joint counsel of many points of view have
produced a measure which offers great promise of good results. I
tell you frankly that it is a new and untrod path, but I tell you
with equal frankness that an unprecedented condition calls for
the trial of new means to rescue agriculture, If a fair adminis-

trative trial of it is made and it does not produce the hoped-for,
results I shall be tha first to acknowledge it and advise you.

Mr. McFARLANE, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. No; I cannot yield.

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is read-
ing his speech against the rules of the House,

Mr. TREADWAY. I am not reading my speech against
the rules of the House, If the gentleman knew more about
the rules he would not make such remarks.

Mr. McFARLANE. The gentleman might do me the cour=
tesy to yield.

Mr. TREADWAY. I have extended every courtesy to the
Democratic Members that my time permitted,

We all know the story of the Triple A, and how the admin=
istration is persisting in its bankrupt policy of crop restric=
tion in the face of the Supreme Court’s decision of last
January.

More recently in a speech to the American Farm Bureau
Federation at Chicago December 8, the President made the
following pledge with respect to the Canadian agreement:

Some of the same type of individuals and groups are also trying
to stir up farmers against other phases of the broad recovery pro-
gram. Dispensers of discord are saying that farmers have been
victimized by the new reciprocal-trade agreement with Canada,

and are painting pictures of a great flood of imports of farm prod-
ucts rushing across the border. Just as I am confident that the




1936

great masses of city people are fair-minded, so I am sure that the
great majority of American farmers will be fair in their judgment
of the new trade agreement. If the calamity howlers should hap-
pen to be right you have every assurance that Canada and the
United States will join in correcting inequalities, but I do not
believe for a single moment that the calamity howlers are right.

I am now calling upon him to state whether these pledges,
all of which bear cn the trade-agreements program, repre-
sented serious undertakings or whether they are merely
scraps of paper. The trade-agreements program as now ad-
ministered is a failure so far as regaining our export mar-
kets for agricultural commodities is concerned. At the same
time, by admitting increasing competitive agricultural prod-
ucts it is undermining any hope for restoring agricultural
prosperity. It is in opposition to his original pledges to
agriculture.

. Mr. BUCK. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. I would be glad to yield to my friend,
but I have so little time.

Mr. BUCK. Oh, I can get the gentleman additional time.

Mr. TREADWAY. But I cannot accept additional time.

Mr. BUCK. I want to ask the gentleman if he is making
a serious assertion that the increase in agricultural imports
is the result of the reciprocal-trade agreements.

Mr. TREADWAY. No; I am just stating the facts, that
the agricultural imports have tremendously increased, show-
ing that we need all of the tariff that we can get upon them
and not the reductions that the trade agreements make.

Mr. BUCK. I misunderstood the gentleman. Other Mem-
bers on his side have claimed that these increases in agricul-
tural imports are due to the trade agreements.

Mr, TREADWAY. Oh, no; but these are statistical facts
that I am giving. The imports have tremendously increased.

Mr. BUCK. I have no objection to the gentleman stating
those facts.

Mr. TREADWAY. I am putting in statistical facts.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes.

Mr. HOPE. I call the gentleman’s attention to one item
in the Canadian freaty in which there has been a very large
increase in imports. Take the matter of Cheddar cheese.
The imports from Canada in January 1935 were 180,264
pounds, while the imports in January 1936 amounted to
706,714 pounds.

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I call upon the Presi-
dent to make good on his word that he would change his
agricultural policies if his plans did not work out. Certainly
the trade treaties have not benefited agriculture. They
should be scrapped and the attention of the administration
turned to sane and constitutional methods of aiding agri-
culture in its quest for home and foreign markets and for a
fair American price for its products.

The trend of export movement

Bacon,?
‘Wheat,! 5 Cotton,¢
Year and month thelind Tobacco | hams, 3 | Apples '
ended Dec. 31 uding| “neary | and’ | TAr4* | gresh) | runmning
( )| flour shoulders bales
1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000
bushels | pounds | pounds | pounds | bushels bales
1032, e ceannne] 82,118 | 387,766 84,175 | 546,202 16,919 8,916
5 | v e e ---| 26,611 | 420,418 | 100,169 | 579,132 11,029 8, 533
83,7 431,237 | 10,070 5,753
5,108 17, 667 1,281 466
4,158 15, 880 1,490 390
5,428 10, 636 045 318
5, 332 7,193 397 323
7,443 9, 740 41 278
6, 662 6, 877 17 345
8, 580 4,015 9 280
5,210 3, 406 544 241
3, 531 1,515 1,349 487
3,355 2,731 2,190 712
4, 061 7,932 1,854 1,135
3,08 7,853 1,486 886
61,601 | 96,355 | 11,706 5,861

I Wheat flour is converted on a basis of 4.7 bushels of grain equal to 1 barrel of flour.
1 Includes Cumberland and Wiltshire sides.

1 Excludes neatral lard.

¢ Excludes linters.

Foreign Agricultural Service Division. Compiled from Foreign Commerce and
Igavigntinu of the United States and official records of Bureau of Foreign and Domestic
QInmerce.
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The irend of agricultural imports?

Beef, | Wheat, Egg!

Year and month Cattle, Corn, | Oats, | Barley, i

(ended Dec. 31) live (23564 €580 | grain’ | grain | malty’| Prod

1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1

head | pounds | bushels | bushels | bushels | pounds | pounds
106 | 24, 639 3 344 50 | 52,633 | 3,085
82 | 41,34 31 180 132 {100,183 | 3,664
66 | 46,674 | 7,737 | 2,050 | 5,580 {193,728 | 3,178
6| 4,142 843 | 1,877 1,644 | 17,440 363
33| 4,225| 1,065 | 1,826 | 2,118 | 15459 368
53| 7,600 | 1,458 | 3,304 | 2,506 | 27,107 420
51| 9,496 | 1,611 | 1445| 2167 | 30,701 370
49| 7,076 847 | 3,306 | 1,124 | 37,704 1,022
34| 5911 625 | 6,122 406 | 43,728 | 1,199
18| 5220 793 | 5,649 20 | 42,041 790
August 16| 5740 | 2,570 | 8,554 1| 27,136 646
September. 4| 7,752 3,64 | 2,98 7 | 566 602
October.... 32| 5379 | 5324 | 4,600 5 | 16,933 668
November__ 40 | 6,811 | 4,348 | 1,851 2 | 18,016 613
December..........| 27| 6,867 | 4,321 | 2,002 8| 15,703 50
Potal -0 m 378 | 76,300 | 27,439 | 43,242 | 10,107 |320, 623 7,631
1 General imports prior to 1934; beginning Jan. 1, 1934, imports

for consumption.

#Imports for consumption.

*Includes corned beef.

‘For domestic consumption and includes only wheat full duty
paid and 10 percent ad valorem.

tExcludes eggs in the shell.

Foreign Agricultural Service Division. Compiled from Foreign
Commerce and Navigation of the United States and official records
of Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce.

Mrs. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. MarcaNTONIOl.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman, on March 18 I in-
troduced a resolution of inquiry, in which I requested, among
other things, first, all facts pertaining to the death of one
Victor A. Barron, an American citizen, who met his death
while in the custody of police at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, on
or about March 5, 1936.

Then I also inquired as to what was done by the Honorable
Hugh S. Gibson, American Ambassador to Brazil, to protect
the American citizen, Victor A. Barron.

In reply fo that inquiry the Committee on Foreign Affairs
presented a letter from the Secretary of State dated March
25. That letter read, in part, as follows:

The Embassy at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, reported to the Depart-
ment on March 5, 1936, that Mr, Barron had stated on March 4
that he was willing to indicate the street where Prestes and his
companions left his car, provided he was teed that he could

return to the United States, and that the police had agreed and in-
tended to put him on a steamer sailing for New York on March 5.

One important feature in this report is as follows:

The Embassy’s report indicates that Mr. Barron was taken on
March 4 from the prison to police headquarters and pointed out
on the city map the exact spot where Prestes and his companion
left his car. He was then allowed, in the company of a detective,
to go to a barber shop in town and to dine at a restaurant. On his
return to police headquarters he was told in the presence of a
representative of our Embassy that all arrangements were being
made for his embarkation on the following day, and that instead
of returning to prison he would be given a special room at head-
quarters. Upon his return to police headquarters, Mr. Barron ap-
pears to have been greatly perturbed mentally, and it was only
with great difficulty that he could be persuaded to go to a room
which the police had arranged for him on the second floor overlook-
ing a patio. At 8 o’clock the following morning he succeeded in
evading the guard and committed suicide by plunging into the
paved area of the patio two stories below. The Embassy stated in
this connection that he bhad made a previous attempt to commit
sulcide.

This letter also said that moreover upon learning of
Barron’s arrest the Embassy did everything it could to see
that he would not be subjected to third-degree methods, and
that so far as the Department is informed its efforts met
with success.

I ask you to bear in mind two things, first, that on
March 4, as the Secretary of State informs us on informa-
tion which he received from the American Embassy to
Brazil that this prisoner Barron was escorted to a barber
shop and then to a restaurant and then returned to police
headquarters, and that at police headquarters “in the
presence of a representative of our Embassy all arrange-
ments were made for his embarkation.” Second, I call




4836

attention to the fact that the Embassy contends that it had
done everything, and that its efforts had met with success,
to prevent the prisoner from being subjected to third-degree
methods. At the time I received this information I knew
that it was incorrect, but I did not have proof to attack the
credibility of the statements contained in this report. Since
then I have received proof. I have here a copy of a letter
which was sent by one Joseph R. Brodsky, an attorney with
offices at 100 Fifth Avenue, New York City. This attorney
was in Rio de Janeiro on March 4 and on March 5. He
was sent by the father of Victor A. Barron to look after the
interest and welfare of Victor A. Barron and on March 12
he sent the following letter. This attorney I say is in New
York and is ready, willing, and able to come to Washington
and appear before the Committee on Foreign Affairs and
establish and substantiate every statement that he makes
in this letter. Bearing in mind the two statements con-
tained in the report from the American Embassy, I now
read you a copy of the letter which was sent by Joseph R.
Brodsky. He says:

Just boarded ship for Trinidad, s.nd so
tunity to write details concerning B

Since strict censorship applied in Rlo to
agreed that I should hold the report till I reached
that is, as soon as I walked up the gangplank.

Barron:

One. He did not squeal.

Two. He did not commit sulcide.

Three. He was tortured to death, and then his
outorathlrd-ﬂooreelltoaconcreteyardﬁoorm
and a lying statement issued that he jumped to his
actuated by remorse.

The story given to the press by the authorities is as follows:

That at a conference in jail, attended by Police Commissioner
Mueller and American Consul Sauer and Barron, the commis-
sloner agreed that if Barron would disclose the whereabouts of
Carlos Luis Prestes, he (Barron) would be promptly released; that,
relying on his promise, Barron gave Prestes’ hideaway; that the
police thereupon grabbed Prestes and that the next day, when
Barron realized what he had done, remorse drove him to commit
suicide, and he jumped to his death., A neat story, but a
damnable lie,

Now, either this lawyer is telling the truth or the Amer-
ican Ambassador to Brazil is telling the truth. I know this
lawyer. I served a parf of my clerkship in his office. I can
vouch for his honesty, veracity, and integrity. I am willing
to stake my reputation on his word. However, we will leave
that aside, and we will go to something which is more con-
clusive, from the standpoint of court evidence, than the
word of this lawyer. I go to the report of the autopsy
performed on Barron the day after he died. Mr. Brodsky
states that this report of the autopsy indicated the follow-
ing. He says, reading from his letter:

Barron was tortured from the time of his arrest until they
killed him; they stabbed him and beat him with belts and rubber
hose; they burned and shocked him with live electric wires; they
squeezed his private parts till he was unconscious; they punched
and kicked him around constantly; they did not let him sleep; for
days they wouldn't let him sit down—no bed was provided—no
chair—water was denied him. He only rested when he fell uncon-
scious. Then they would bring him to in order to start all over

again.

The kid wouldn't talk.

In fact, he didn't know where Prestes was living.

Finally, some cunning sadist struck on the follom.ng idea: Get

drunk and he'll talk out. Barron wouldn't drink the

liquor they offered him. They cajoled and t.hmtonec! but he re-
mained adamant. So they decided to force the raw alcohol down
his throat. They did—they busted his upper jaw and teeth in the
process; they tore his nostril—they filled his stomach with liquor
forced down through his mouth and nose. Human endurance,
even of a young hero, couldn't stand more—and Barron died.
This recital is verified by the doctor that made the autopsy.
Then with a dead man on their hands they realized they had to
cover their dastardly act, and they threw the dead and tortured
body out of the window—and reported suicide. The bruises caused
by the torture—ah, that is a result of his fall—the motive, remorse.
But nobody is fooled.

This particular inhuman treatment, this torturing, is sub-
stantiated by the autopsy report performed on this man, who
was found on the concrete pavement of the yard surround-
ing the police headquarters in which he had been incar-
cerated.

Now, how can this statement and that from the Embassy
be reconciled? If the representative of the American Am-

this is the first oppor-
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bassador was present on March 4, as the report submitted
to us by the Secretary of State says, then the American
Ambassador’s representative had knowledge of the torture
that was going on. This is a physical fact, and you cannot
get away from it. This man is supposed to have died on
March 5. The representative of the American Ambassador
was there on March 4. The autopsy performed on March 5
shows conclusive evidence of torture. If we take the Am-
bassador's own statement that his representative was pres-
ent, then his representative must have had knowledge of it.
If he was not present, then his report is a lie. If he was
present, then the representative is guilty of complicity.

When the Ambassador states that they did everything to
prevent third-degree methods and that they succeeded in
preventing these third-degree methods, in view of the au-
topsy report, in view of the statement of this man’s attorney,
that statement is a lie.

I submit that this is a very serious situation. Here we
have a statement based on a report from the American Am-
bassador, This American Ambassador should be given an
opportunity to explain, I will grant that, but at the same
time the rights of this American citizen and those who rep-
resented those rights should be given a hearing before the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

I charge that the American Ambassador or his representa-
tives either concealed this torture, either were implicated
in the questioning of this man, or were absolutely crimi- '
nally negligent in failing to prevent the torture of an Ameri- |
can citizen on foreign soil. In view of this report, in view
of the fact that I am ready to bring a witness to Washington,
to bring a man who knows these facts of his own knowledge,
in view of the autopsy report, I maintain that unless some
investigation is conducted of this matter, unless something
is done by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, unless the
State Department takes action, unless this matter is cleared
up by a thorough investigation, then I say the American
Ambassador to Brazil stands convicted before the public of
having “played ball” with the police of Brazil.

I am not prone to make charges of this character unless I
know my facts. I have a statement from this man’s lawyer,
based on the autopsy. How can the American Ambassador,
in view of this statement from this man’s lawyer, in view of
this autopsy report, say that they protected this man, say
that they succeeded in protecting him from third-degree
methods? How can the Ambassador to Brazil state that
there was a representative of his present? If that state-
ment is correct, then that makes him guilty of criminal
negligence. It makes the American Ambassador to Brazil or
his representative guilty of having stood by without doing
anything to prevent the torture during the torturing and
the questioning of this man.

Mr. LAMBETH. Why does not the gentleman state the
circumstances?

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Barron was arrested for allegedly
having driven around a man by the name of Prestes.
Prestes was the leader of the National Liberation Alliance,
composed of all groups, labor organizations, liberal organ-
izations, and to a certain extent even the church, who are
fighting the dictatorship of the Vargas government. This
group is demanding that in Brazil the property of imperial-
istic interests—such as the Standard Oil, the British and
other financial interests—be so curtailed and expropriated
as to return the land to the people of Brazil. The Brazilian
Government sets up a dictatorship to protect these interests.
This American is accused of having driven around a leader
of the opposition.” He is taken to prison. He is tortured
to death, and the American Ambassador comes back and says
he was not tortured but that he committed suicide; that we
had our representative there and prevented the use of third-
degree methods on him. Certainly the American Ambassa-
dor should be investigated, and if these facts that I have
stated are substantiated to the satisfaction of the Committee
on Foreign Affairs, then I submit the American Ambassador
should be recalled.

Now, there is one other matter that I want to take up,
and that is the use of W, P, A. for strikebreaking in the city
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of New York. Today there is a heroic strike going on in
New York City on the part of the seamen of the steamship
California and the steamship Harding. It is an effective
strike. These men are fighting for decent working condi-
tions and decent wages. They want to establish for the
Atlantic coast the same conditions that they have on the
Pacific coast.

What happens? The ships are tied up; these seamen are
winning a victory on the economic battle front, and along
comes the W. P. A. and sends W. P. A. men as scabs to
break this strike. To what purpose are relief funds appro-
priated for the unemployed being used? When we appro-
priated this money did we intend it to be used against or-
ganized labor in the United States when organized labor
goes on the picket line? I have an admission from the
W. P. A. to the effect that scabs have been used and a
promise that they would discontinue the use of scabs. I
sent the protest to the Works Progress Administration and
received the following letter from them:

WoRKS PROGRESS ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, D. C., March 30, 1936.
Hon. Viro MarcanToNIO, M. C,,
Congress of the United States, House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear CoNGRESSMAN: On March 27 you sent a wire to Mr.
Harry L. Hopkins complaining that the Works Progress Admin-
istration in New York City was sending W. P. A. workers to take
Jjobs of striking seamen.

We have been in touch with the New York City Works Progress
Administration and have been advised that a dispute exists be-
tween factions of the International Seamen's Union. The main
body of the I. 8. U. advises that no strike exists, and we are in-
formed that preparatiuns are helng made by the recognlzed of-
ficers from the I. S. U. to secure an injunction against the fac-
tion now picketing the docks. We are of the opinion, however,
that W. P. A. should not be involved in this matter and have
advised that no more W. P. A, workers be assigned until the union
is able to settle its own differences.

Very t.ru.ly yours,
NELS ANDERSON,
Director, Section on Labor Relations.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mrs. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 additional minute
to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Despite this promise to use no
more W. P. A. workers as scabs, I received this morning
a telegram from the chairman of the strikers in which he
says they are still using these men, and specifically mentions
the ship on which they are used, the steamship President
Harding, and states that these men are taken from W. P. A.
at Van Brunt and Sullivan Streets, Brooklyn, to go and work
on ships tied up by the strike,

The latest thing in America is the use of W. P, A. to break
strikes. We stand up here and demagogue and say that the
Seventy-fourth Congress is doing a great deal for labor; yet
we permit the use of Federal money to break strikes in the
United States. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr, McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON],

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to revise and extend my remarks and to include therein
certain data and excerpts which I want to incorporate in
my speech.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

(At the expiration of his 20 minutes, Mr. BLaANTON Wwas
granted additional time in order to enable him to conclude
his speech.)

Mr. BLANTON.
Linceln—

We cannot absolutely know that all these exact adaptations
are the result of preconcert, But when we see a lot of framed
timbers, different portions of which we know to have been gotten
out at different times and different places, and by different work-
men—=Stephen, Roger, Franklin, and James, for instance—and
when we see these timbers joined tofether, and see they actually
make the frame of a house or mill, all the tenons and mortices

exactly fitting, and all the lengths and proportions of the different
pleces exactly adapted to their respective places, and not a plece

Mr. Chairman, wise words from Abraham
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too many or too few—not omitting even the scaffolding—or, if a
single piece be lacking, we can see the place in the frame exactly
fitted and prepared to yet bring such piece In—in such case, we
may find it impossible not to believe that Stephen, and Franklin,
and Roger, and James all understood one another from the begin-
ning, and all worked on a common plan or draft drawn up before
the first blow was struck.—Abraham Lincoln.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, no greater sage ever
lived in the United States than Abraham Lincoln. He was
a skillful lawyer. He was a logical reasoner. He was an
astute philosopher. He had a wonderful intellect. He was
a deep thinker. He was intimately familiar with the prob-
lems of life, and for those harassed by them he had an
understanding sympathy. He had an incisive perspective.
‘When he talked, his hearers listened intently, for Abraham
Lincoln always knew what he was talking about.

NO UNEKIND FEELING—NO REFLECTION

At the outset of my remarks I want it known clearly and
distinctly that I entertain no unkind feeling toward, and
intend no reflection whatever upon, any person whose name
is mentioned in my speech. I merely present facts as they
have been unfolded in our investigations. If the facts con-
demn anyone, I did not make the facts.

UNCOVERING SECRET PRECONCERT

Just as Abraham Lincoln was able to recognize secret
preconcert in his time, we who have come after him, by
applying his formula above quoted, are able to recognize the
secret preconcert carried on in our day, and to discover the
different parts that different conspirators played in‘design-
ing and erecting their objective.

BSTEPHEN, ROGER, FRANKLIN, AND JAMES

To every intelligent, unbiased, unprejudiced person who
will carefully study same with an open mind, I intend in this
speech through facts and incontrovertible evidence to prove
beyond peradventure of a doubt that Dr. Charles A. Beard,
Dr. George 8. Counts, Dr. W. W. Charters, and Dr. Frank W.
Ballou were the master minds who, aided by Ada Comstock,
Harold O. Rugg, Carleton J. H. Hayes, and Charles E. Mer-
riam, confederated, conspired, and worked together for 5
years in a deliberate, preconcerted plan to communize schools
and colleges in the United States, and particularly the public
schools of Washington, which are partly financed by the
United States Government, Dr. Frank W. Ballou voluntarily
and sympathetically acting as their secretary for 5 years,
and at all times since collaborating with them.

DISCOVERING WHO PUT COMMUNISM IN FUBLIC SCHOOLS

Our subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations,
which frames the annual appropriation bill for the District
of Columbia, upon the insistence of Superintendent Frank W.
Ballou and Senator CopeLAnD, allowed in the 1934-35 bill the
sum of $63,385 to install character education in the Wash-
ington schools. We assumed that it would be installed in all
of the 175 different schools of the public-school system of
Washington, and that the kind of character education that
Superintendent Ballou had in mind would be the worth-while
kind that would help to cultivate in the hearts and minds of
the 99,000 Washington school children a greater respect for
law and order, for our Constitution and institutions, honesty,
truthfulness, kindness, regard for the rights and interests of
others, loyalty, devotion, and patriotism to flag and country,
sobriety, clean living, and abstention from vices and harmful
practices. We never dreamed that Superintendent Ballou
had an ulterior motive or that he intended to inculcate
subversive doctrines. A year passed. That $63,385 was
spent, and wasted.

Superintendent Ballou then demanded $87,540 for charac-
ter education in the 1935-36 bill. Reputable teachers ad-
vised us it was a farce and that nothing worth while had
been accomplished. We learned that there had been no
attempt and there was no plan to attach it to but 10 schools,
5 white and 5 colored, wholly ignoring the other 165 public
schools in Washington which embraced most of the school
children in the District of Columbia, We learned that to
guide it Dr. Frank W. Ballou had placed his said coworker
and cocollaborator, Dr. W. W. Charters, in charge of it,
notwithstanding the fact that Dr. W. W. Charters is a
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professor in the great Ohio State University, which at all times
needs his undivided attention at Columbus, but Superin-
tendent Ballou and his Washington Board of Education
nevertheless employed Dr. Charters and allowed him to com-
mute back and forth from Columbus, Ohio, to Washington,
D. C., and paid him out of the appropriation made by Con-
gress the sum of $50 per day and all traveling and sub-
sistence expenses.

HOUSE STOOD OUT AGAINST FURTHER WASTE

We members of the House committee refused to allow

Superintendent Ballou this additional $87,540 requested by
him for so-called character education, and we refused to
put it in the House bill last year, and on a proposal then
vigorously made from the House floor to insert the $87,540
by way of an amendment, the House of Representatives
voted down the amendment and refused to allow it.

BALLOU THEN CENTERED FORCES ON SENATE

Then Superintendent Ballou importuned the Thomas-
Copeland subcommittee of the Senate to give him his $87,540,
which, remember, was additional to the $63,385 the Thomas-
Copeland subcommittee of the Senate had caused to be
given Ballou the preceding year, and Senator COPELAND
caused the appropriation for character education to be in-
serted in the bill as a Senate amendment. In the confer-
ence that ensued between the House and Senate the House
conferees refused to agree to it. The conference became
deadlocked and the Senate conferees held it up for many
weeks. The House conferees were given to understand that
unless they agreed to the Copeland amendment, allowing
the appropriation for character education, there would be
no bill, even though the conferees might agree on all of the
other 113 amendments the said Senate subcommittee had
placed on the House bill.

BALLOU SAID HIS CHARACTER EDUCATION WAS NOT TEACHING MORALS

Our committee knew that in his address in New York
City on his Washington Experiment in Character Education,
Dr. Ballou had said, “It is not teaching morals.” We began
to wonder just what it was teaching. In his festimony be-
fore our subcommittee (hearings, p. 477) Dr. Ballou testi-
fled: “What we are trying to do is to set up a new philos-
ophy of education.” And referring to his teachers who were
teaching character education, Dr. Ballou said: “Whose
philosophy has got to be changed fundamentally” (hear-
ings, p. 482). Such a ridiculous assertion caused the fol-
lowing comment from the distinguished gentleman from
Missouri:

Mr. CaNNoN. It seems to be a rather startling statement that

the philosophy of all teachers engaged must be changed in order
to mtruducehycharacter in the schools. I had supposed
that the philosophy of every good teacher includes character train-

ing (p. 482).
Later the following question was asked and answered:
Mr, Branton. Do you mean, Doctor, that the philosophy of
education of the 2,900 teachers of the Washington schools has to

be changed fundamentally?
Dr, Barrou. I mean exactly that.

TERM “CHARACTER EDUCATION"” WHOLLY MISLEADING

Dr. Ballou well knew that if you were to ask 1,000 parents
whether or not they would be in favor of “character educa-
tion”, or “character training” as he sometimes expresses i,
all would say “yes” without hesitation, as they would all as-
sume it would be the right kind. They would not assume
that it meant “character debasement.” They would assume
that would inculcate honesty, truthfulness, kindness, pa-
triotism, respect for law and order, clean living, and ab-
stention from vices. They would not know that back in his
mind undisclosed to them Dr. Ballou had no intention what-
ever of teaching these worthy traits of character, or that in
his speech in New York he would admif that his “Ballou
character education” was not teaching morals, he knowing
at the time that his “new philosophy” system was teaching
“immorals” and moral debasement.

DID NOT ENOW THEN WHAT WE ENOW NOW

At that time our committee had made no investigation
of the matter, and never dreamed of the terrible situation
that later we discovered exists in the Washington public
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schools. We House conferees were faced with the problem
of adjusting 114 amendments the Senate had placed on the
House bill. The only way the matter could be adjusted was
for an agreement to be reached between the House and Sen-
ate conferees. It was necessary that the annual supply bill
should be passed, for otherwise the District of Columbia
would be without its $40,000,000 appropriations needed for
the coming fiscal year. We House conferees were assured
that the bill could not pass unless the House agreed to the
Copeland amendment granting Dr. Ballou his second annual
appropriation for his “character education.”

COMPROMISE

Finally, in order to pass the District appropriation bill
before Congress adjourned, the House conferees agreed that
they would allow the appropriation for character education
if the Senate would agree to a provision that would prevent
communism from being taught or advocated in the Wash-
ington schools, and the Senate conferees agreed to insert
the following language:

Hereafter no part of any appropriation for the public schools
shall be available for the payment of the salary of any person
teaching or advocating communism,

Which provision after being read by the Clerk on both tha
House floor and Senate floor on June 6, 1935, was agreed to
unanimously by both House and Senate, and is now perma=
nent law, and went into effect July 1, 1935.

REBELLED AGAINST LAW

The Superintendent of Schools, Dr. Frank W. Ballou, did
not like this law. He claimed that it infringed on his “aca-
demic freedom”, and the “academic freedom” of his teach=
ers, whom he wanted absolutely unhampered and unre-
stricted. He claimed that the law prevented “factual in-
struction.” Dr. Ballou caused the Board of Education to
request an opinion of the corporation counsel, who on Sep-
tember 5, 1935, rendered a clear and decisive opinion, hold-
ing just the contrary, and advising that the law passed by
Congress did not prevent “factual instruction”, but only
prevented any and all attempts to indoctrinate.

From Corporation Counsel Prettyman’s opinion, he fur-
nished, at the request of the Board of Education, which opin-
ion he introduced in our hearings, I quote the following:

GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT oF COLUMBEIA,
OFFICE OF THE CORPORATION COUNSEL,
September 5, 1935,
To the Commissioners:

We think that the word “communism” refers to the governmen=
tal forms and theories of the present-day Communist parties com=
posing the Internationale. Chief among their economic and politi=
cal tenets are (1) the abolition of private ownership of property
and the substitution therefor of a system of common ownership,
(2) control of the government by the proletariat (wage earners
without property), that is, a dictatorship by the proletariat, (3)
the destruction of present systems of government and the substi-
tution therefor of other systems adapted to the theory of prole-
tarian dictatorship. These tenets are, of course, directly opposed
to the established American system, which includes among its prin-
cipal bases private ownership of property, governmental control
by a majority of all classes, periodically expressed, and a govern=
mental system, legislative, executive, and judicial, designed to
function in accordance with these concepts. The congressional
intent in the present statute was obviously directed to the proe
tection of this system against internal attack.

The word “advocate” is easy of definition in this context. It
means to plead for or to urge the adoption of.

Much more difficult is the exact definition of the limits of the
word “teach” as it appears here. In ordinary parlance it may
mean to eniighten, or to indoctrinate, or to nurture, or to train,
Clearly, any teaching of communism which has for its purpose or
its intended effect the nurture, the , or the indoctrination
of the puplils in communistic thought ts forbidden by this statute.

But I am of opinion that the mere informing of pupils concern=
ing the history, existence, or theorles of the communistic govern=
ments or parties is not prohibited. Obviously Congress did nof
mean to prohibit comment or instruction which 1s adverse to
communism, that is, teaching against if. Neither does it seem to
me that the congressional intent reaches to the recital, without
any shadow of favor or support, of factual data, whether histori-
cal, economic, or political. There is a vital difference here be=-
tween teaching and teaching about. To state that communism
exists i1s not to teach it. To state what Communists believe is
not to teach communism within the meaning of this statute, pro=
vided :liwt the method or manner of statement does not imply
approval.
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Thus I am of opinion that the mere récitation or study of factual
data is not the teaching prohibited by this statute. But I am
elso of the view that any shadow of favor or support of com-
munism shown by or reasonably to be drawn from such recitation
or study is prohibited.

E. BARRETT PRETTYMAN,
Corporation Counsel, District of Columbia.

SUPERINTENDENT WENT INTO TANTRUMS

Dr. Frank W. Ballou and the controlling majority of his
supine board of education decided to ignore the law. They
did not like it. They would have none of it. They had been
trained in the communistic doctrine “that teachers must not
allow ‘ignorant majorities’ to dictate to them.” They had
been trained that they could do as they pleased by demand-
ing the right of “factual instruction.” They had been {rained
that they could have their own way and teach just what they
pleased by demanding “academic freedom.” Superintendent
Ballou refused to instruct his 2,900 teachers that they must
obey the law passed by Congress, as interpreted by Corpora-
tion Counsel Prettyman. He refused to tell them that they
had the right to explain the evils of communism, but that
it would be unlawful for them to make any attempt to indoc-
trinate it.

FORCED AFFIDAVITS TO BE REQUIRED

Under the circumstances, the Comptroller General of the
United States, Hon. J. R. McCarl, who is the head of the
General Accounting Office and whose duty it is to require
all public money to be paid out in strict accordance with the
law, required the teachers to make affidavit that they had
not violated this law before he would allow them to draw
their money. He in no way stopped or prevented proper
factual instruction.

DID NOT SEE FIT TO DO IT

To show that by instructing his teachers that they must
obey the law passed by Congress as construed by the cor-
poration counsel, Dr. Ballou could have stopped all affidavits,
I quote the following from our printed hearings:

Mr. BranToN. Doctor, is it not a fact that I proposed to you that
it you would advise the teachers of Washington that Congress had
passed & law that they should neither teach nor advocate com-
munism, that the Comptroller General would withdraw that re-
quirement, and that the teachers would not be required to make
any further afidavits? Didn't I propose that to you?

Dr. Barrou. You proposed that to me.

Mr. BranToN, You could have submitted that suggestion to the
Board of Education yourself, could you not?

Dr. BarrLou. Well, I have not.

Mr. BranToN. You could have done it, couldn’t you, Doctor?

Dr. Barrovu. I could have done anything as far as that is con-
cerned.

Mr. BranToN, You did not see fit to do it, Doctor?

Mr. Barrou. No, sir.

Mr. Branton. Is it not a fact that you replied to me that you
would never agree that the right of the teachers to teach according
to their method of teaching should be taken away from them?

Dr. Barrou. No, sir.

Mr. BranTton. I will say this to you now, Doctor, that if you
will instruct your teachers tomorrow that Congress has passed a
law that prevents them from teaching or advocating communism
in the public schools, and this law must be obeyed, I know that
this committee can have Comptroller General McCarl withdraw
the requirement of those affidavits immediately. Now, if the affi-
davits are inconvenient aren't you willing to issue that instruc-
tion to them?

Dr. Barrou. I am not authorized to issue that instruction until
the Board takes actlon.

Mr. BranTOoN, You were not sufficiently interested in the matter
to have proposed it to the Board of Education.

INCITED HENCHMEN TO ACTION

Dr. Frank W. Ballou, who had been trained in the com-
munistic Teachers College of Columbia University and who
for 5 years had acted as secretary for a commission domi-
nated by the leading Communist professors, George S.
Counts and Charles A, Beard, was determined that he would
carry out the teachings of “Counts and Beard” and not
allow any “ignorant majority” to hamper or in any way
control his teachers. To Ballou, Counts, and Beard an act
of Congress was the act of “an ignorant majority.” He
decided the best way to accomplish his purpose of evading
the law and of getting it repealed was to force the affida-
vits, and not do one thing to cause their elimination, but
to prate much about “inconvenience to teachers” and “a
gratuitous insult to patriotism of teachers”, and “an evi-
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dence of lack of confldence”, because affidavits were re-
quired, when by simply agreeing to obey the law he could
have caused all affidavits to be eliminated. He appealed to
the ready ear of all henchmen. He falsely claimed that he
and his teachers were denied the right of “free speech.”
He falsely contended that they could not expound “factual
instruction.” He charged they were denied “academic free-
dom.” He and other communistic sympathizers tried to
belittle and ridicule the law by calling it “the red rider”,
and later they called it “the little red rider.”
HOWLING AND RAGING AND GNASHING OF TEETH

All of the radicals in Washington immediately began to
howl. They wanted “academic freedom.” All the Commu-
nists in the Nation's Capital began to rage and froth at the
mouth. They wanted their “academic freedom.” They all
wanted to expound “factual instruction.” They did not want
any “ignorant majority” to hamper or restrict them. They
immediately started to work the pink sheets, the red sheets,
and the subsidized sheets, which proceeded daily to fill their
columns with clamoring propaganda demands for “free
speech” and “factual instruction” and “academic freedom.”
They finally interested the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Sisson], whose Senator had forced the appropriation for
“character education.” He is not a member of the District
legislative committee, which handles all District legislation.
He is not a member of the District appropriation committee,
He is not a member of the committee on education, Never-
theless, he became intensely interested all of a sudden about
a law the House of Representatives had passed unanimously
on June 6, 1935, and began to introduce bills.

TWO SISSON BILLS—DIAMETRICALLY OPPOSED TO EACH OTHER

On January 20, 1936, the gentleman from New York in-
troduced the bill H. R. 10391, “To make more effective the
law against advocating communism in the District of Co-
lumbia”, which specifically provided that teachers could give
instruction concerning “the political, economie, or social sys-
tem of any country”, but held intact the existing law pre-
venting any attempt to indoctrinate communism in the pub-
lic schools.

That bill did not suit Dr. Frank W. Ballou. He still wanted
his “academic freedom.” He wanted the right for his teach-
ers to teach what they pleased. He did not want any
restrictions around them. He did not want to be hampered
by any “ignorant majority.”

That bill did not suit the majority of Dr. Ballou’s servile
Board of Education. They, too, wanted “academic freedom.”

That “more effective” bill did not suit the pink sheets,
the red sheets, or the subsidized sheets. They all insisted
on complete and absolute “academic freedom”

That bill “to make more effective the law against teaching
communism in Washington schools” did not suit the radicals
in Washington, both in and out of Congress. That “more
effective” bill did not suit the Communists in the Capital of
the United States. They all wanted “factual instruction.”
They all wanted their “academic freedom.” They all cried
for it. They all bawled for it. They all howled for it. They
all clamored for it. They all raged and gnashed their teeth.
They all insisted that they would have nothing less. They
wanted all law repealed. They wanted no law. They wanted
to be free to do exactly what they pleased, to teach exactly
what they pleased, to indoctrinate exactly what they pleased,
and they were not going to allow Congress, even though it did
so by a unanimous vote of both House and Senate on June 6,
1935, to restrict or exercise any control whatsoever over them.
Hence they proceeded to get a second “Sisson bill” that
suited them.

SECOND SISSON BILL TO REPEAL ALL LAW AGAINST COMMUNISM

So on February 21, 1936, under hue and cry, the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Sisson] introduced his second bill, his
new H. R. 11375, to repeal outright the law that prevents
indoctrinating communism in the public schools of Wash-
ington, D, C.

This new Sisson bill pleases Dr. Frank W. Ballou. It gives
him his long-cherished “academic freedom” to teach and
indoctrinate what he pleases. It suits his obedient Board cf
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Education. It pleases all the pink sheets. It pleases all of the
red sheets. It pleases all of the subsidized sheets. It pleases
all of the radicals, both in and out of Congress. It pleases all
of the Communists and their sympathizers. They all want it.
They all cry for it. They all howl for it. They all bawl for it.
They all clamor for it.

BUT WASHINGTON CITIZENS DO NOT WANT THE LAW REPEALED

My colleagues will remember that on Saturday night, March
28, 1936, there was a meeting of the Federation of Citizens’
Associations, which embraces 63 different associations of
citizens here in Washington, and by a vote of over 2-to-1
majority they refused to endorse the Sisson bills, but ap-
proved the report of their committee, standing firmly behind
the law preventing communism from being indoctrinated in
the public schools. It is interesting to know that the presi-
dent, the first vice president, the second vice president, the
secretary, and the treasurer of the federation of 63 citizens’
associations all voted against the Sisson bills and all voted in
favor of the law that prevents communism from being indoc-
trinated in our schools and approved their special commit-
tee’s report.

CITIZENS’ SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO ELIMINATE COMMUNISM

This nonpartisan special committee, selected by the fed-
eration of 63 citizens’ associations, was Hon, George E. Sul-
livan, who unselfishly and at great sacrifice rendered mag-
nificent service in trying to eradicate communism from
Washington schools, chairman; Hon. Harry N. Stull, vice
president; Mrs. George Corbin; and Mrs. Horace J. Phelps.
One is a prominent Catholic and the other three are promi-
nent Protestants. All four worked in harmony. The follow-
ing federation resolutions were passed:

1. Resolution adopted by the federation March 16, 1935, advocat-
ing a rider upon the then pending District of Columbia appropria-
tion bill, in view of the diselosure that Dr. Charters (shown to be
on the advisory board of communistic Moscow University summer
school), was being employed for character education in the District
of Columbia public schools.

2. Resolution adopted by the executive committee November 12,
1935, providing for the creation of this special committee and the
taking of steps to eliminate textbooks in the District of Columbia
public schools containing communistic propaganda and secure for
the pupils instead “a clear and informative definition of commu-
nism and its evil and atrocious aims and purposes.”

8. Further resolution adopted by the executive committee Decem-
ber 8, 1935, directing this special committee to extend its work to
cover periodicals as well as textbooks.

4, Resolution adopted by the federation December 7, 1835, ap-
proving and endorsing the aforesaid actions by the executive com-
mittee

5. Resolutions adopted by the federation January 4, 1936, advo-
cating an immediate appeal to Congress to provide “an effective
remedy, and one which will be so thorough that there can be no
danger of a recurrence of existing conditions.”

I quote the following from said special committee’s report:

COMMITTEE REPORT APPROVED AND ADOPTED MARCH 28, 1936, BY FEDERA-
TION OF CITIZENS' ASSOCIATIONS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING THE VOTING DOWN BY IT OF A PROPOSED
SUBSTITUTE MOTION TO ENDORSE THE SISSON REFEAL BILL, H.R. 11375

MarcH 28, 1936.

To the Federation of Citizens’ Associations, Distriet of Columbia:
The last report of this special committee, dated January 4, 1936,

was approved by the federation, and resolutions were adopted on

that date describing “existing conditions” in the public schools of
this District as “favorabie to subversive, antipatriotic, and com-
munistic prop », and expressly declaring that “the recent
action of the Board of Education makes it imperative that the Con-
gress of the United States shall be appealed to without delay to
provide an effectual remedy and one which will be so thorough
that there can be no danger of a recurrence of existing conditions.”

This committee has made appeal to the Congress as sO

directed by the federation, the subject matter being presented to

the Senate and House District Committees, and also to the House

Appropriations Committee.

The Subcommittee on the District of Columbia of the House
Appropriations Committee conducted a thorough investigation into
this subject matter. The entire subcommittee of five members
participated actively in the investigation, and went to original
sources for their data. Books and magazines, etc., in use with
pupils in the public schools were carefully studied by said sub-
comimittee, with such books, magazines, etc., actually before them
for weeks; and the printed hearings show that the subcommittee
found an abundance of antipatriotic and procommunistic matter,
and also matter tending to seriously affect and undermine funda-
mental morals of the pupils in the matter of sexual relations. The
destruction of sexual morality is well known, of course, to be one
of the aims and purposes of communism. The Superintendent of
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Schools, the head of the history department in the high schools,
and the editor of Scholastic magazine were heard before said sub-
committee and disclosed no possible excuse or justification for the
conditions against which this federation has complained, and which
are now admitted to have been going on for a number of years.

Your special committee has carefully considered all of the fore-
going and recommends that the federation deal specifically with
the following issues which have been raised.

1, So-called academic freedom: We recommend that the fed-
eration reject as fundamentally unsound the proposition advanced
by Congressman Sisson and by the Board of Education that it is
an invasion of the rights of the school authorities for Congress
to direct, regulate, or control any features of the curriculum in
the public schools. No one has been able to suggest wherein this
proposition has any foundation in American institutions; ex-
clusive legislation for the District of Columbia is vested by the
Constitution in the Congress, and the school authorities are public
servants obligated to respect and obey such legislation. It should
be noted in this connection that as early as 1886 (act of May
20, 1886 (24 Stat. L. 69)), Congress upheld its jurisdiction, not
only in the public schools of the District of Columbia but in
schools everywhere else subject to the jurisdiction of the Federal
Government, by expressly requiring “the nature of alcoholic drinks
and narcotics, and speclal instruction as to their effects upon
the human system” to be taught, and to req
oﬁceto: anyone failing or neglecting to comply with such require-
ment.

2. Legislation requiring pupils to be acquainted with evil alms
and effects of communism and other un-American doctrines: Since
Congress has the undoubted power to require pupils to be ac-
quainted with the harmful effects of aleohol and narcotics, which
affect the individual only directly, and the Nation Indirectly,
how can anyone seriously question the power of Congress to
require that pupils in the public schools of the District of Colum-
bia shall be made acquainted with the evil aims and effects of
communism and other un-American doctrines, which affect both
the Nation and the individual directly? This special committee
recommends that the federation advocate the immediate passage
of legislation to this effect, with means for enforcement similar
to what is provided for in the aforesaid act of 1886, and with spe-
cific requirement that all such subversive doctrines be expressly
denounced to the pupils in all textbooks or other data or explana-
tion used with the puplls referring to such doctrines. This is
in accord with the uniform position taken by this federation at
all times. Not only has the federation at no time objected to
pupils in the public schools being made so acquainted, but it has
insisted at all times upon the pupils being made so acquainted
for their own protection; in other words, that the truth, and not
half truths, shall be told the pupils about and against com-
munism and that it is inherently impossible to tell them the
truth about communism without teaching against communism
and denouncing it as a world revolution conspiracy seeking de-
struction by force and violence of all nations and practically
every vestige of civilization.

As a matter of fact, the clause against communism in the afore-
said District of Columbia appropriation bill of June 14, 1935, does
not require any monthly or other afidavits; and it was not until
December 1, 1935, that the Comptroller General decided to make
such requirement, and then only because it became apparent that
the school authorities would not accede to the reasonable demand
of Congress (inherently necessary) that no teaching about commu-
nism could take place which did not actually teach against and

denounce it.
Geo. E, Burrivan, Chairman,

Mrs. Horace J. PHELPS,
Special Committee on Elimination of Communistic
Matter from Distirict of Columbia Public Schools.

FEDERATION OF CITIZENS' ASSOCIATIONS APPROVED FOREGOING REPORT

The foregoing report of its special committee, made affer
16 months of close study and careful investigation of com-
munism in Washington schools, was approved and adopted
last Saturday night by the Federation of Citizens’ Associa-
tions, by a vote of over 2-to-1 majority. It was heartily sup-
ported by Col. James G. Yaden, who until recently was the
president of said federation, and by all of the high officers of
said federation. Colonel Yaden is one of the finest citizens
of Washington and is well known to practically all Members
of Congress.

REPRISAL AGAINST TEACHERS

When Superintendent Ballou reported to the Board of Edu-
cation at its meeting yesterday that Supervising Principal
S. M. Ely, who as the delegate of the North Capitol Citizens'
Association in said federation had dared to vote against said
Sisson bill Saturday night, and had dared to vote against
repealing the “red rider”, Henry Gilligan, a member of said
Board of Education, indicated that action would be taken
against said school principal. It is such browbealing taetics
that is making teachers afraid to express their sentiments
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against communism. It was this same Henry Gilligan, who
at said meeting yesterday said that we had no authority to
request information as to how many teachers there are in the
schools here who have had training in Columbia University,
and that such request ought to be denied, he asserting that
Congress had no control over the schools or the Board of
Education. It was this same Henry Gilligan who 6 years ago
when communism was being investgated in the Washingfon
schools on April 2, 1928, said that Congress did not have any
right to say how the schools should be run in Washington,
and he made a motion to appoint a committee fo register the
Board’s protest against a provision passed in the District
appropriation bill; all of the above you will find reported in
the Washington Post.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PUELIC SCHOOL ASSOCIATION, EMERACING 80
DIFFERENT CITIZENS ORGANIZATIONS, AGAINST BISSON BILLS AND
FAVOR ‘‘RED RIDER”

I quote the following from a statement of Maj. Gen. Amos
A. Fries, retired, which he has prepared to submit to the
Senate Committee on Appropriations:

Mr. Chairman, I am submitting this statement as president of
the Public School Association of the District of Columbia, and in
the name and on behalf of that association, an association of
groups of civic, fraternal, business, and citizens already existing
under other titles, but who are particularly interested in the pub-
lic schools of the District. There are over 90 of these citizens'
groups in the association. The various groups are taxpayers, citi-
zens of the District of Columbia, and some of the teachers them-
selves. The great majority of them have now, or have had, chil-
dren in the public schools, and are most concerned with the
proper teaching and training of their children.

They pay the taxes that provides the money to build the school-
houses, maintain the grounds and buildings, pay the teachers,
and then feed, clothe, and care for the children. These parents
feel that they are the ones to say what shall be taught their chil-
dren and what shall not be taught them, and not the teachers.
They feel that the teacher who is unwilling to take this view of
the position of the parents is not fitted to teach and should get
out of the public schools.

These parents strenuously object to ill-considered and whole-
sale experiments being practiced on their children, just because
some professors or superintendents want to try out their par-
ticular ideas of methods of teaching, or social philosophies, eco-
nomic theories, or even trying to teach a form of government
foreign to that of the United States.

The District of Columbia Public School Association is vigor-
ously opposed to the feaching of communism in the schools, or
to the repeal of the law against teaching or advocating commu-
nism in the schools, unless and until a law is passed which will
make mandatory the denunciation of the ideas, philosophy, and
actual working of Communist governments, whenever the subject
of communism is touched upon by any teacher in the public
schools of the District.

The association is equally opposed to the appropriation of any
more money for the so-called character-education experiment. It
believes that the experiment is an absolute waste of the taxpayers'
money and that certain of the schemes being carried out are actu-
ally detrimental to the children's future. It is to prepare our
children for citizenship in the “new social order”, but what that is
Dr. Ballou says he does not know himself.

The public school association, without a dissenting vote,
passed the following resclution against any further money
being appropriated for the so-called character-education
experiment:

Resolution adopted unanimously by tne District of Columbia Public
Bchool Association, April 1, 1936

Be it resolved by the District of Columbia Public School Associa-
tion, That they are opposed to the appropriation for any further
money for the so-called character-education experiment in the
public schools of the District of Columbia, and they urge that any
funds that might be available for such character-education ex-
periment be used to employ additional teachers in the wvarious
grades where they are seriously needed.

Amos A. FriEs,

President of the District of Columbia Public School Association.

DISTINGUISHED GENERAL IN WORLD WAR

Maj. Gen. Amos A. Fries during the World War was Chief
of the Poison Gas Division of the United States Army in
France and performed distinguished service. Since his re-
tirement, besides taking an active part in many civic matiers,
he has been at the head of the American Legion in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. His valuable and untiring efforts, bravely
and unselfishly performed, in trying to eradicate commu-
nism from the public schools of Washington deserve the
commendation and thanks of every father and mother in
America.
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ADDITIONAL $78,660 DEMANDED BY BALLOU FOR HIS SO-CALLED CHARACTER
EDUCATION

When, on February 6, 1936, we began hearings on the
1936-37 District appropriation bill, Dr. Ballou demanded
$78,030 as a third annual appropriation for his so-called
character education. Our committee had become convinced
that the two preceding appropriations had accomplished
nothing whatever of value, but, besides being wasled and
thrown away, had been used in an attempt to communize the
public schools of Washington,

One teacher of high standing wrote:

I have attended all of Dr, Charters’ $50 lectures; not a posted

teacher present heard anything new; the meetings were wholly void
of interest, and not one thing of value did he elucidate.

Another reputable teacher wrote:

Unless the teachers have been made afraid to speak their real
sentiments, they all will tell you that the whole thing is a farce.

Another wrote:

Do you wonder why Dr. Ballou put his character education in
only 5 white and 5 colored schools and was willing for his other
165 schoecls to go without it? The answer is he knew he couldn't
communize all of the teachers at the same time. He had to work
gradually his “new philosophy" and “change them fundamentally”
just a few at a time.

Another wrote:

I send you five of the little pamphlets which were distributed to
the teachers at old man Charters’ meetings, three printed by the
council at 744 Jackson Place and two by Jacks, one printed in
February 1929 and the other in January 1931, Why pay Charters
$50 per day to come here from Columbus, Ohlo, to distribute these
worthless leaflets?

The “breadwinning” one by Jacks is six pages, and the
following is its main paragraph:

When we call our civilization “industrial” we mean precisely
that. We mean that “industry"”, mechanized for the most part,
as it happens to be, commercialized almost entirely, infinitely com-
plicated, and yet forming a unitary system—for we speak of the
“industrial system”—is the vocation, occupation, employment by
which the world of our day has to earn its living as a world, by
which the age in which we live has to carry itself on into the
future. And as pig killing is the major influence, which makes the
pig killer what he is for good or ill, and art work the major in-
fluence which acts in the same way on the artist, so, tco, the
essential qualities of our civilization, goed or evil, will be found
to have a distinct dependence on the essential qualities of the
universal “industry” which supports and carries it on.

The pamphlet entitled “Integration”, by Dr. Charles R.
Mann, whose record as a radical I will mention later, was
published in July 1934, reprinted from the Educational
Record, and its main paragraph, quoted from Happy Days,
is the following:

Here we are in the C. C. C. We're 300,000 fellows out of work,
unfit to handle a job, to vote intelligently, to choose a wife, or to
raise children. Yet in 10 years most of us will have made a stab
at all of them. And we'll have made a mess of it! Is America
going to let our kids grow up to be the impractical, unfrained, and
ignorant drifters that we are?

That is an unfair picture of C. C. C. enrollees. My camp
at Lake Abilene embraced 250 Negroes, all World War vet-
erans, Most were married, some were teachers, some preach-
ers, and all were law abiding.

I agree with these teachers, that Dr. Ballou’s “experiment”
is a farce. In what way will the above pamphlets train or
aid teachers to teach character education? I agree with
these teachers that if, instead of wasting this big sum of
money. each year, Dr. Ballou had paid it to additional grade
teachers to lighten the load of the others, it would have done
much more good.

DAMNING ADMISSIONS BY DR. BALLOU AND HIS FROFESSOR JONES

As to whether or not our subcommittee would allow the
$78,660 demanded by Dr. Ballou for his third successive ap-
propriation for so-called character education, we held ex-
tensive hearings, embracing the testimony of Dr. Ballou;
Prof. George Jones, head of the history and social-studies
departments; Mrs. Doyle, the president of the Board of Edu-
cation; Hon. George E. Sullivan, the chairman of the spe-
cial committee of the Federation of (63) Citizens Associa-
tions; Major General Fries, president of the District of Co-
lumbia Public School Association, which embraces 90 affili-
ated organizations in the District; -Editor Robinson, of the
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Scholastic; and other witnesses, and the members of our
subcommittee reached the unanimous opinion that studied
efforts were being made to communize the public schools of
Washington; that the money spent on so-called character
education had been wasted and thrown away; and the addi-
tional $78,660 demanded by Dr. Ballou should not be granted,
as he had a subtle, ulterior purpose of using “character edu-
cation” as a cloak or means of indoctrinating (1) all of his
2,900 teachers and (2) the 99,000 school children with com-
munism, and that there should be no repeal of the law, desig-
nated by Communists as the “red rider”, that prevents teach-
ers from indoctrinating communism in the Washington
schools. The admissions made by Dr. Ballou and his Profes-
sor Jones were sufficient alone to warrant the above con-
clusions.

ACTION APPROVED BY COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

The Committee on Appropriations in the House of Repre-
sentatives is composed of 39 Congressmen. Most of them
have served in Congress many years. They handle all of the
annual appropriation bills, and before money can come out
of the United States Treasury they must authorize it. At a
meeting of the Appropriations Committee called for that
purpose, our subcommittee reported its action to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and not an amendment was offered
to their 83-page bill, and not a voice was raised against it,
and not a vote was cast against i, and by a unanimous vote
it was reported to the House of Representatives. For 2 days
this 83-page bill was before the House of Representatives
under general debate. On the third day it was read for
amendment, which allowed debate after each paragraph.
Not an amendment was passed. The House of Representa-
tives passed the 83-page bill without sny change in it what-
ever, and on a roll-call vote there were only 26 votes
against if.

OPPOSITION DID NOT MATERIALIZE

The Washington Post for February 7, 1936, carrying his
picture taken by the Post, under large headlines, “‘I'eachgrs’
oath parody planned by Representative Scorr” and “To ridi-
cule ‘red baiters’ with rider to 1937 District bill”, said:

Representative Scorr, of California, has voluntarily assumed the
role of balting the “red baiters” in the House yesterday and warned
that he is going to offer an amendment to the 1937 District bill
as a parody on teachers’ oath measures.

“You see what happened last year with regard to the District
bill, because nobody outside of the conferees knew what was going
on”, he said.

Yet not an amendment was offered to the bill relating to
teachers’ oath or to insert money for “character education”,
but the House of Representatives passed the 83-page bill
without any amendment to it and with only 26 votes
against it.

CRITICISMS ABOUT PASSAGE OF “RED RIDER” UTTERLY RIDICULOUS

The CowncrEssTONAL REecorp for June 6, 1935, shows that
Congressman Canxox of Missouri, in the House of Repre-
sentatives, moved the adoption of the so-called “red rider”,
and that from the desk the Clerk of the House read it to the
House, to wit:

Hereafter no part of any appropriation for the public schools shall
be available for the payment of the salary of any person teaching
or advocating communism.

The above proposal was duly read by the Clerk in the open
session of the House without a voice raised against it, and the
Recorp shows it was adopted by a unanimous vote. If it did
not suit the gentleman from New York [Mr. SissoN], then
was his time to speak. Then was his chance. Then was his
opportunity. Then was his duty to tell the House what ob-
jections he had to it. He then had an opportunity to speak
against it. He could have made a privileged motion to con-
cur in the Senate amendment without the above proviso,
which would have had precedence over the Cannon motion.
If there was not a quorum there he could have made the point
of order and forced a quorum. If he had wanted to vote on
the matter he could have called for it, and then could have
called for a division, and then could have called for tellers;
and, finally, he could have called for the yeas and nays. But
he did nothing. He allowed it to pass unanimously. He can-
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not say that he was asleep and did not hear the Clerk read
it. He cannot say he was not paying attention. He cannot
say that he did not know what was going on in the House of
Representatives. For in any of such contentions he would be
admitting a failure of duty on his part for which no other
Member was responsible.

There is no rule of the House that requires the leaders to
report to all of the 435 Members everything they propose to
take up in the House every day.

NOT “RED RIDER”, BUT RIDER AGAINST “REDS”

This law was not for “reds.” It was against “reds.” It
was to curb “reds.” It was to keep them out of schoolrooms.
It was to keep their subtle, poisonous influence away from
children.

LIKEWISE PASSED IN SENATE UNANIMOUSLY

On June 6, 1935, this law to stop communism in schools,
called by communistic sympathizers the “red rider”, was
read at the clerk’s desk in the Senate and passed by unani-
mous vote of the Senate.

SISSON BILLS HANDLED BY SUBCOMMITTEE

A subcommittee of five Members—embracing Mrs. VIrgIiNIA
E. Jenckes—{rom the Committee on the District of Columbia
has the Sission bills before it for hearing. Representative
JENCKES strongly opposes both Sisson bills and complains as
follows:

CoNGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
House oF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., March 26, 1938,
Hon. THOMAS L. BLANTON,
Chairman, Subcommitiee on District Appropriations,
House of Representatives.

Dear Mr. BranToN: I regret exceedingly to learn that all coples
of the hearings you conducted on the requested appropriation of
$89,000 for so-called character education, which unearthed the
facts regarding communism in our Washington schools, have been
exhausted, and that it is Impossible now to obtain a copy. I,
realize that furnishing a copy to each of the 435 Congressmen,
and to each of the 96 Benators, left very few for distribution to
the interested citizens of Washington, I wonder if it is not
possible to find some way to have additional copies printed.

You are probably aware that the District Legislative Subcome-
mittee, of which I am a member, has been conducting hearings on
the bill advocated by Sisson, of New York, to repeal
the law which prevents Washington teachers from indoctrinating
communism. Congressman Maverick, of Texas; Congressman
Scorr, of California; Congressman MarcanToNIO, of New York;
and Congressman ZroNcHECK, of Washington, all joined Congress-
man SissoN in contending that the law to prevent indoc-
trinating communism is an abridgement of the right of free
speech, and they have been joined and upheld by Congressman
ScHULTE, of Indiana and Congressman BrEwsTER, of Maine, who
are members of my subcommittee.

When I was attempting to present my evidence against the
BSisson bill before our subcommittee, to save time, I asked leave
to print the evidence of Dr. Ballou, that of Professor Jones, that
offered by myself and my clerk, that of General Fries, that of
Mr. Sullivan, that of Mr. Lange, that of Mr. Robinson, editor of
Beholastic, that of Mrs. Doyle of the Board of Education, that of
Corporation Counsel Prettyman, and the report of the Civic Council
of Defense of California, Inc., which were printed in your hearings
on the appropriation bill, now exhausted. I was granted this per-,
mission. In view of the fact that I was granted this permission,
neither Mr. Sullivan, General Fries, nor myself offered any further
testimony, relying implicitly on having the above-mentioned testi-
mony in our hearings.

To my great surprise, those who are trying to hurriledly pass
the Sisson bill have now refused to print any of the above-
mentioned evidence in our committee hearings, which will leave
the hearings one sided. This is a fair exhibition of what these
so-called disciples of free speech mean by free speech, that is, they
want only their side heard.

Very sincerely yours,
VIRGINIA E. JENCKES,
Sizth District, Indiana.

WHAT WASHINGTON NEWSPAPERS REPORTED

The Washington News on March 25, 1936, under headlines
“Mrs. JEnckes Denied Reprint of ‘Red Rider' Evidence; 268
Pages of Testimony at Stake”, said: \

Mrs. JENcEEs asked to incorporate in the Sisson bill hearings
the 268 pages of testimony on the same subject before Representa-
tive BranTOoN's House Appropriations Subcommittee. The District
Committee at its last session refused to reprint. Mrs. JENCKES
moved to have that action reversed. It falled to receive a second.

Mrs. JENCKES, an ardent supporter of the Blanton rider banning
teaching of communism in District schools, claimed she made this
testimony a part of her own. She sald Chairman EKENNEDY, in
charge of the Sisson bill, had agreed to include it.
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Representatives Scrurte (Indiana), BrEwsTErR (Maine), and
SHorT (Missouri) all objected. Mrs. JENCKES reminded the com-
mittee that she could have read into the Sisson bill hearings every
word on the “red rider” before BLANTON’S group.

The Washington Herald for March 26, 1936, under head-
lines “Comfort for Communism” and “Exposé of School Reds
Is Blocked”, and “Testimony Supplied by Mrs. JENCKES Out
of Record”, said:

Those anxious to have communism taught in District public-
school classrooms banded together yesterday to strike from the
hearings on the Sisson bill strong anticommunistic evidence intro-
duced by Representative Vireinia JENCKES, of Indiana.

At hearings on the Sisson bill, which seeks to repeal the law
prohibiting teaching of communism, Mrs, JENCKEsS inserted in the
record 268 pages of testimony relative to communism in the Dis-
trict, which was given before the House District Appropriations
Subcommittee.

When permission to include this evidence was granted, Mrs.
JENcEES and representatives of patriotic and civic organizations
opposed to the Sisson bill, cut short their testimony.

While Mrs. JEnckes was ill the District Committee voted to
strike out of her testimony the evidence offered before the Appro-
priations Subcommittee.

The Washington Star, March 26, 1936, indicated that
Chairman NorroN wanted Mrs. JENcKES brought before the
subcommittee and cross-examined and made to support her
charges against the school board.

HER CHARGES SUPPORTED BY EVIDENCE EXCLUDED

I submit that the 268 pages of testimony introduced by
Mrs. Jenckes, and which she thought was going into the
hearings, but which was excluded and not printed by the
District Committee, will support the charges made by Mrs.
JENcKES. Since all available copies of the printed hearings
before the Appropriations Subcommittee are exhausted, and
since the District Committee would not print same in its
hearings, although introduced by Mrs. JENCKES, a member
of such committee and of the subcommittee holding the
hearings, and since most of the principal witnesses against
the Sisson bills, therefore, placed only a small part of their
testimony before said subcommittee, believing that it would
appear in full in the 268 pages introduced by Mrs. JENCKES,
it therefore becomes necessary for me to quote extensively
from the Appropriations Subcommittee hearings, which I
will do hereafter before I conclude this speech.

VIRGINIA ELLIS JENCKES, OF INDIANA

I want to pay her my humble tribute. Her paternal an-
cestors lived in Vincennes, Ind., for four generations. She
was born in Terre Haute, living there since her birth.
Widowed since 1921, she has fought a valiant fight against
all the battles of life and, without help, has overcome the
obstacles that beset us all.

VIRGINIA JENCKES is a remarkable woman. She is not just
a salary drawer. She is a worth-while Representative. She
is one of the hardest workers in Washington. She gives
legislation close study. She tries to find out what is the
right or wrong side of every issue that arises. She is an
active, loyal friend to every person who labors for daily
bread, and union labor has never had a more loyal sup-
porter. She has worked faithfully for all disabled war vet-
terans, has helped them to be hospitalized, to receive just
compensation for injuries, and to obtain just treatment from
the Government. She diligently attends to the business of
her constituents.

Vircinia JENCKES is a loyal, patriotic American. I am
proud of her and her many worthy accomplishments. Every
good mother in the United States may approve her service
here without hesitation. She fights for laws that protect the
home. BShe fights for laws that protect the welfare of
children. She is spunky and brave. She fights for the things
that are worth while. She ought to be a Texan. I want the
Sixth District of Indiana to know that it has here a most
valuable Representative.

TEACHER SUSPENDED FOR PROPAGATING COMMUNISM

Before any Member of the present District of Columbia
Committee ever came to Congress, I was here when a teacher
in the Western High School was suspended for teaching
communism. The minutes of the Board of Education show
that, upon a charge of propagating “bolshevism and com-
munism while discussing current events in an English class”,
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this teacher, whose name is there mentioned, upon motion
duly made and seconded, the Board of Education unani-
mously ordered the suspension.

COMPLAINTS EVER SINCE

I will quote from our printed hearings numerous com-
plaints before I conclude. Within a few sessions after said
teacher in the Western High School had been suspended for
teaching communism, this Congress was forced to pass a law
to stop such radical teachings. It was the original “red
rider.” But it has not been mentioned by any Washington
newspaper or by any other communist sympathizer. By a
strange coincidence a former very distinguished and be-
loved colleague from the State of Washington—Dr.
Summers—caused this original “red rider” to be passed. He
was a Republican leader here who had the respect and con-
fidence of every Member. He said, on May 3, 1924, that
teachers in the Washington schools were teaching disrespect
to the Holy Bible and that ours is an inferior form of gov-
ernment, which are two of the main communistic teachings.

FIRST “RED RIDER” TO STOP COMMUNISM PASSED MAY 3, 1924

Four years after Dr. Frank W. Ballou became the $10,000-
per year superintendent of the Washington schools, it
became necessary for Congress to pass a law to stop com-
munism from being taught by his corps of teachers. I quote
the following from page 7796, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of May
3, 1924, being volume 65, part 8, Sixty-eighth Congress, and
it will be noted that I refused to make a point of order,
because Dr. Summers had convinced me such a law was
necessary:

Mr, SummEers of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CuzamMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Summers of Washington: Page 33,
at the end of line 22, insert: “Provided, That no part of this sum
shall be available for the payment of the salaries of any superin-
tendent, assistant superintendent, director of intermediate instruc-
tion, or supervising principal who permits the teaching of partisan
politics, disrespect to the Holy Bible, or that ours is an inferior
form of government.”
tohfislt-; tHLANmN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not make a point of order

at.

Mr. Summers of Washington. Mr. Chairman, this is a limitation,
and of course it is in order.

I think everyone will with me that no teaching of this
kind should be permitted in the schools of this District nor in the
public school of any city or town in any State in the Union.

I have spoken to a number of Members, and it is an exception
to find one who does not say that his children have come to him
with complaints in regard to one or the other of the points men-
tioned in this amendment.

In the interest of the highest possible standard of education In
this city, and because I belleve that the schools here should be
as nearly as possible a model for those throughout the country,
I think this thing ought to be stopped, and this amendment will
have that effect.

Mr. ConNALLY of Texas. Has the gentleman information that
such things are going on in the schools which his amendment is
intended to reach?

Mr. Summers of Washington. I have.

Mr. Conwarry of Texas. Who will pass upon the question as to
whether this is happening or not? Who will be the arbiter?

Mr. Summers of Washington. The school board.

Mr, ConnNaLLy of Texas. Will not the man who issues or pays
these warrants be the one? This being a limitation on this appro-
priation, will they not pass this question up to the accounting
officers of the Government?

Mr. Summers of Washington. All right.

Mr. ConNALLY of Texas. In a practical way, I would like to know
how that is going to work.

Mr, SummEers of Washington. It might be up to the accounting
officers. Anyhow, there would be a way then by which one might
file a complaint and stop the payment of salaries to anyone who
has been permitting this pernicious teaching. It has unquestion-
ably been going on for years, and is going on in this present year,

Mr. CramMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Washington.

Mr, Lowrey. Mr. Chairman, may we have it again reported?

The CuameMaN. Without objection, the amendment will again
be reported.

(The amendment was again read.)

The CrAmRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment.

The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to.

FIRST “RED RIDER” PASSED IN 1924 BY HOUSE AND SENATE

After passing the first “red rider” in the House on May 3,
1924, Dr. Summers then had to battle Dr, Ballou, who fried
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early date Dr. Ballou raised his pet slogan of “academic free-
dom”, but the Senate passed it and the President signed the
bill and the first “red rider” became law, but was effective
only until July 1, 1925, when it would expire.

SECOND “RED RIDER' PASSED SECOND TIME IN 19825

Again in 1925 Dr. Summers’ “red rider” to prevent com-
munism from being taught in the public schools of Washing-
ton was placed in the District appropriation bill, and passed
both the House and Senate and was signed by the President,
and became law in force and effect until July 1, 1926.

DR. BALLOU AND COMMUNISTIC HENCHMEN KEPT IT OUT OF NEXT BILL

The hue and ecry of “factual instruction” and “academic
freedom” was then started by Dr. Ballou and the Washington
newspapers. They belittled and ridiculed the law. - They be-
littled and ridiculed every Congressman or Senator who
espoused it. They succeeded in keeping it out of the next
appropriation bill, and the law expired on July 1, 1926. That
is the reason that when the last “red rider” was by
Congress on June 6, 1935, it was not drawn as a itation
that would expire with the fiscal year, but was drawn as
permanent law by using the word “hereafter”, so that Con-
gress would not have to pass it again every year.

COMMUNISTS ADOPTED PUBLIC UTILITIES’ PROGRAM OF SUBSIDIZATION

We learned recently from the Communist literature that
they had adopted the method used by utilities in influencing
public opinion; that is, to get the press, some prominent
teachers, and some prominent preachers on their pay roll.
Until we have a thorough, up-to-date investigation of Com-
munists and their activities, we will never know just how
much they have spent in subsidizing the press, in subsidizing
authors and play writers, in subsidizing college professors
and teachers, and in subsidizing some preachers. But we al-
ready know something about the large sums of money spent
by public utilities in subsidizing the above-mentioned mold-
ers of public opinion, thanks to the Federal Trade Commis-
sion. It disclosed Dr. C. A. Eaton’s program.

Mr, McFARLANE, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I regret I cannof yield just now. I am
sorry that I have not the time.

Mr. McFARLANE. I just wanted.to ask if this gentleman
is the Member of the House from New Jersey by that name.

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, no! It is not our distinguished col-
league from New Jersey, but a General Electric Co. official.

THE THREE STARVELING PROFESSIONS

I invite my colleagues to get part no. T1A, embracing 486
printed pages, of the Report of the Federal Trade Commis-
sion on Utility Corporations regarding their efforts to influ-
ence public opinion, made to the United States Senate in
1934, and part no. 81A of said report, 570 pages, printed in
1935 as Senate Document 92, Seventieth Congress, first ses-
sion, and they will be astounded at the revelations disclosed.

On page 149, of part no. 714, you will find that Dr. C. A.
Eaton, who was at that time both president of the Amer-
ican Educational Association, and also manager of the in-
dustrial relations of one of the departments of the General
Electric Co., at the N. E. L. A, convention of 1924, said:

In this country we are supposed to be governed by ideas; we
live by the art of thinking. The three institutions that deal in
ideas are the school, the church, and the press, and those are
the three institutions that we persist in starving to death.

Dr. Eaton then called the school, the church, and the press
“the three starveling professions”, and he suggested that
public utilities employ them and supplement their meager
incomes and let them spread the gospel of good will in
behalf of utilities. He suggested that when vacation time
came for utilities to employ teachers and pay them a salary
to learn the public-ufility business, and they would teach it
to the school children better than utilities could do it them-

selves.
MILLIONS OF DOLLARS SPENT IN SUBSIDIZEING

These reports disclose how utilities spent millions of dol-
lars in subsidizing the press through increasing many, many
times their columns of advertising matter carried in news-
papers all over the United States.
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These reports show how utilities spent millions of dollars
making grants to universities, colleges, and schools through-
out the United States and in paying salaries to numerous
college professors and teachers, including Columbia Uni-
versity, Ohio State University, and scores of others scattered
over the country. The Federal Trade Commission in such
connection stated:

The activities of the public utilities in the schools were not
based primarily upon any desire to ald In the general education
of the youth of the country. Joe Carmichael, director of the
Iowa committee on public-utility information, frankly admitted
this in his testimony.

Commissioner McCullough asked Director Joe Carmichael
the direct question: “The public utilities are going into the
schools solely for the purpose of helping their business,
aren’t they?” and Director Carmichael frankly answered:
“Ya.ﬂ

These reports show that utilities even dared to go into
the pulpits of our country and tried to subsidize some
preachers by paying them salaries and honorariums for
various services.

SUBSIDIZED UNIVERSITIES OF DR, CHARTERS, DR, COUNTS, AND DR. MERRIAM

From part 71-A, page 144, of said Federal Trade Commis-
sion’s Report to the Senate on activities of utility corpora-
tions to subsidize universities, I quote the following from
convention proceedings:

Mr. John C. Parker, chairman of the committee on educational
Institutions, said: “It has been felt wise to confine efforts to those
aspects which affect most closely the economic and social relations
of our indastry. Much unsatisfactory work is being done in the
schools through courses in political science in which supposed
facts and false theories are being presented.

It was there shown that its 1928 committee included rep-
resentatives from Columbia University, Chicago University,
Ohio State University, University of Illinois, University of
gmashmgton. Michigan University, and University of Wis-

ESTABLISHED PERSONAL CONTACT WITH EVERY UNIVERSITY, COLLEGE,
NORMAL SCHOOL, AND JUNIOR COLLEGE

If you will look on page 150 of part 7T1-A of said reporf
you will see that the Federal Trade Commission established
the fact that public utilities arranged a personal contact
with some teachers “in every university, college, normal
school, and junior cellege in the United States” through put-
ting such teachers on their pay roll in an attempt to mould
and control public opinion.

THEN “ACADEMIC FREEDOM” BECAME THE HUE AND CEY

The John C. Parker commiftee on relationship with edu-
cational institutions which upon the suggestion of Samuel
Insull and his brother, Martin Insull, was appointed in
1922, said that the universities must be very jealous of what
is generally known as “academic freedom.” That would
help to ward off complaints and attacks. Chairman Sloan
suggested the rewriting of school books. The committee
warned that “Propagandists should be careful about rushing
in where angels fear to tread”, and for them “to conduct our
newspaper publicity on the long-time basis.” Chairman Gil-
christ said: “We felt that the American people were exceed-
ingly jealous of anything which was presented to the chil-
dren in the schools, and would resent our attempt to use the
medium of the schools.” The committee said: “Work in the
public schools must be done very carefully and tactfully to
avoid attacks.”

REPORT OF FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION MOST VALUAELE

This report of the Federal Trade Commission on subtle,
secret activities of utilities to control public opinion embraces
almost 100 volumes. Instead of being called “Volume No. 17,
and so forth, they are called “Part No. 1”, and so forth.
They are most comprehensive. For instance, part 42 has
1,023 printed pages; part 43 has 859 printed pages; part 50
has 1,196 printed pages; part 55, has 869 printed pages; part
60 has 980 printed pages.

BUBSIDIZING GRANTS TO COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY

You will find in part 25, part 35, part 51, part 64, part T1A,
and part 81A the subsidizing granfts made to Columbia
University.
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SUBSIDIZING GRANTS TO CHICAGO UNIVERSITY
In part 42, part 60, part T1A, part 79, and part 81A you will
find the subsidizing grants made to Chicago University.
SUBSIDIZING GRANTS TO THE UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS
You will find in part 39, part 50, part 60, part 71A, and
part 81A the subsidizing grants made to the University of
Illinois.
SUBSIDIZING GRANTS TO THE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN
You will find in part 30, part 42, part 61, part T1A, and
part 81A the subsidizing grants made to the University of
Michigan.
SUBSIDIZING GRANTS TO THE UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA
You will find in part 25, part 26, part 33, part 34, part 43,
part 65, part T1A, and part 81A the subsidizing grants made
to the University of Minnesota.
SUBSIDIZING GRANTS TO THE UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN
In part 33, part 34, part 42, part 60, part 65, part T1A, and
part 81A you will find the subsidizing grants made fo the
University of Wisconsin.
BUBSIDIZING AUTHORS
In part 35, part 42, part T1A, and part 81A you will find
how the public utilities were able to control the writings and
books of authors.
SUBSIDIZING NEWSPAPERS
I hope that every Member of this Congress will carefully
read the many volumes, and especially part 81A, of this most
interesting report of the Federal Trade Commission, and
therein learn the numerous newspapers scattered over the
United States that deliberately were subsidized by public
utilities with increased so-called advertising o control their
news and editorial columns on matters vitally affecting the
public.
THE WASHINGTON POST
Part 29, part 39, part 71A, part 78, and part 81A will show
how the public utilities subsidized the Washington Post. If
you will examine pages 543 and 544 of part 39, you will see
the following check:
North American Light & Power Co., Chicago, September 13, 1927.
Pay to the order of Washington Post, $1,500, To the Central Trust

Co. of Illinois, Chicago. Blgned North American Light & Power

Co., by P. L. Smith, treasurer, and countersigned, R. W. Chase,

cashier.

This check was endorsed on the back: “Pay to the order of
American Security & Trust Co. of Washington, D. C., Wash-
ington Post Co.”, and was cashed through the Riggs National
Bank of Washington, D, C., on September 20, 19217.

On the books of the North American Light & Power Co.,
under date of October 4, 1927, there is a debit under “manage-
ment expense” of $1,500 paid to the Washington Post “for
advertising.” On page 544 of part 39 you will find how the
Washington Post then proceeded to render value received for
this $1,500 by printing an editorial written in Chicago and
a news item from Atlantic City, both furthering public-
utilities activities.

WHY DOES WASHINGTON POST NOW SUPPORT “REDS”?

Some answer that if the Washington Post would write
$1,500 editorials and news items for utilities, why would
it not do it for “reds?” Both subsidizations are equally bad.
Others say that the present owner of the Washington Post
surely cannot believe in communism, for he has gotten im-
mensely rich off of the Government. Others contend that
he is the same kind of a Jew that Earl Marx was, and,
instead of printing quotations from Karl Marx, he has em-
ployed Karl Schriftgiesser to fill the Washington Post with
communistic mouthings. Some say he was “born a kike” and
cannot ever be a high-class Jew.

Some of the finest men we have in Congress are Jews, who
are Members of outstanding ability and who have the respect
and confidence of their colleagues. They are not ashamed
of being Jews. They are proud of their lineage. Some of
my close lifelong friends are Jews, and I have no religious

ejudice. But it is reported that this newspaperman is
ashamed that he is a Jew, that he does not like to be called
a Jew, and, excepting a few very rich, prominent, and influ-
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ential Jews whose favor he courts, he wants fo associate only
with Gentiles.

Regardless of the above, it is a fact that Eugene Meyett
has employed Karl Schriftgiesser to write procommunistis
news items and to publish unjust attacks in the Post upon
Hon. George E. Sullivan, chairman of the special committes
of the Federation of Citizens’ Associations; upon Maj. Gen.
Amos J. Fries, president of the District of Columbia Public
School Association; upon the Daughters of the American
Revolution; upon the American Legion, and myself, whom
the Washington Post calls “the Nazi bloc”, simply because
we have been trying to eradicate communism from the
Washington public schools.

“SUCH DISLOYAL HORSEPLAY IS DISGRACEFUL™

A distinguished New York citizen writes:

This morning I recelived from a friend in Wa.ahlngton clippmg
from the March 26 issue of the Washington Post, reporting the
broadcast of the National Education Assoclation mer a coast-to-
coast hook-up, and I am greatly surprised that President Ayles=
worth would allow such communistic propaganda to be sent out
by the National Broadcasting Co. I have frequently remarked that
the National Education Association broadcasts cannot continue
5 minutes before they turn decidedly “pink”, although it disclaims
furthering Marxism. It admits they broadcast propaganda in an
attempt to repeal the law against teaching communism in schools,
for in said broadcast it invited all listeners to—

“Write the National Education Association for further informa-
tion on “the little red rider” and important steps taken by Con-
gress toward its repeal.”

Concerning this Washington Post report by its editor, Karl
Schriftgiesser, of said N. E. A. broadcast, this New York
citizen said that “such disloyal horseplay is disgraceful.”

The following is quoted from said Washington Post article
referred to by said New York citizen:

[From the Washington Post of Mar. 26, 1936]
Rep Rmer oN Rapio
By Karl Schriftgiesser
N. E. A, COMEDIANS AT WORK

The case of the liftle red rider, which not long ago was just a
local issue, assumed Nation-wide status last night when it was
kidded over a coast-to-coast hook-up known, aptly enough, as the
red network of the National Broadcasting Co. All the key stations,
I am told, were tuned in when, for a quarter of an hour, the
comedians of the National Education Association turned on their
pedantic wit upon the District's shame.

I do not know who was the author of the skit, The Little Red
Rider, but I am sure he was not the fellow who did the continuity
for the National Republic committee's series of electrical transcrip-
tions broadcast over some of the minor stations awhile back. The
N. E. A. broadcast rollicked through the absurdities of Washington
life at a gay pace never attained by the elephantine micro-actors
who, taking the part of and John, were forced to live in sin
because they could not afford to pay both taxes and the preacher
and took the pal:riotlc WaYy.

Accomy lilting musie, including the strains of “The In-
ternational”, the N. hour told, with commendable
accuracy, the history o‘r the enactment and subaeqnent imposition of
the educational gag law for the repeal of which Representative
Frep Sisson is risking his political future in upper New York State.
After what the red rider is and how it came about, the
radio skit shifts to a scene in the schoolroom:

Teacher: We have finished chapter 18. We will take chapter 20
tomorrow. Chapter 20 brings France down to the time of King
Louis XIV. The court——

Mary: Teacher, aren't we to cha] 19 at all; this
one about Russia? it i gl

Teacher: No, Mary——

Mary: But the papers and magazines are full about Russia.

Teacher: I'm sorry, Mary, but we can't study about Russia.

George: We did study about Russia—back here on page——

Henry: Sure we did. About the czars.

George: Yes; about Peter the Great—the one who used to crack
down on people's heads with a cane when he was sore at ‘em.

But the teacher is adamant. She will allow no discussion of
Russia In her class. But that afternoon, when the kids are gedunk-
ing in the local sugar bowl, they get to talking about Russia and
all decide to read the censored chapter. Just then a stranger en-
ters bearing pamphlets. I gathered he was rather dirty, the stage
character for the Bolshevik. Anyway, he gets talking fo the young
Nordics with the trace of a foreign accent and starts telling them
what a great guy a fellow named Stalin is.

Well, the children don’t think much of the stranger it seems,
but they take his books and pamphlets and go read them behind
General Fries' barn. Next Saturday finds them at a meeting of
the Young Communists' League, listening to an orator—who isn't
very well up on his Marx and who sounded just like a character
out of Joe Palooka—telling them how the Red Army some day will
enforce the dictatorship of the proletariat.
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I am sure that last night's program must have scared mothers
and fathers from coast to coast. So perhaps they will do just what
the NEA announcer then asked them to do, which is to petition
Congress for the repeal of the little red rider, lest dirty strangers
p?!s:hout pamphlets in ice-cream parlors the length and breadth
of the land.

The National Education Associatlon’s broadcast was by far the
most effective of several national efforts to aid the repeal of the
“little red rider.”” Another, which has been widely mailed to
teachers, is the current issue of the Journal of the Education Asso-
ciation of the District of Columbia.

The affair has now attained national attenticn, and if those now
informed of the facts write or wire their Congressmen, even at the
risk of being investigated by Senator Brack, the resultant heat
should smoke Congress into action behind Representative Sisson.

DESTRUCTION OF SEXUAL MORALITY ONE AIM OF COMMUNISM

Can Karl Schriftgiesser or Eugene Meyer give any explana-
tion or excuse why, in reporting the above N. E. A. broad-
cast, used the expression:

Who, taking the part of Mary and John, were forced to live in sin
because they could not afford to pay both taxes and preacher, and
took the patriotic way.

They were scattering communistic propaganda. That is
the only answer. You will find it almost daily in the Wash-
ington Post.

WHAT KIND OF PARENTS WANT ;:Atrcmm TO READ THIS?

The Washington Post, Monday, March 30, 1936, on its
front page under large headlines, Wants the Bare Facts
About Nudist Job, carried the following article:

Fort MyERS, FrA., Mar, 29.—Pretty brunette Florence Fritz, first
applicant for the job of stenographer for a Tampa nudist society,
told her prospective boss she “could not conceive of an intelligent
secretary In the nude, working on a typewriter.” She added, how=-
ever, she was willing to be convinced.

Declaring in her letter she was maintaining an open mind on
nudism, the tall, comely business girl wrote to the leader of the
American Gymnosophical Soclety as follows:

“DeArR BroTHER SosHINSKI: I should particularly like to know if
it is mandatory upon the members to go in the nude, as I cannot
conceive of an intelligent secretary, in the nude, working on a
typewriter, but I am willing to be convinced and shall await your
answer."”

ENDEAVORING TO MAKE YOUNG GIRLS THINK SUCH PRACTICES ALL RIGHT

The Washington Post again on Wednesday, April 1, 1936,
under big headlines, Typist for Nudists Starts on Duties,
carried the following:

Tampa, Fra, Mar. 31—Helene Hardy today was a full-fledged
nudist stenographer under the shade of a moss-laden oak tree on
the shore of Lake Thonotassa, with nature's raiment as her “office
dress.”

A typewriter mounted on a table in the wide out-of-doors con-
stituted the office furniture for the slender, 25-year-old brunette.
She was an employee and nudist member of the American G
sophical Association, which means “nudist colony” in practical

application.
Some days ago Herman , director of the nudist group

Soshinski
at Lake Thonotossa, advertised for a stenographer who would sub-
scribe to the nudist ideas. Yesterday he found 60 young women
applying for the one job he had to offer.

TIME MARCHES ON

A dozen years ago an attempt was made to have the Gov-
ernment spend $60,000,000 to build a power plant at Great
Falls. Mr. Fred Zihlman, later chairman of the Committee
on the District of Columbia, who was trying to put the bill
across, claimed that it would cost only $44,421,000, but in the
extensive hearings I proved conclusively that it would cost
as much as $60,000,000, and most probably $80,000,000. I
fought it for 2 years, and when the committee reported it
favorably, I filed in the House on February 5, 1925, a 25-page
minority report against it, being Report 1247, part 2, Sixty-
eighth Congress, second session, and we finally succeeded in
killing it. I contended all along that the big utilities were
behind it, but at that time I could not get the positive proof.

All of the Washington newspapers were fighting for it
daily, and published many vicious articles against me for
opposing it. At last the Federal Trade Commission has
furnished the proof. On page 428 of part 65 of the said
Federal Trade Commission’s report on utilities, you will find
the following two very interesting letters:

WasHINGTON, D. C., May 9, 1924.

Mr. A. W. FLOR,

Electric Bond & Share Co., New York.
Dear Mr. FLor: I thought it advisable, as long as you are spe-
cially interested in this development of Great Falls project, to
look into it further today. The bill was introduced on the House
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side by Mr. Zihlman of Maryland, and hearings on that bill
today before a subcommittee of the District of Columbia of the
House. I enclose you a copy of the Zihlman bill, as well as ex-
tracts from the Washington papers. These hearings will be exten-
sively reported in the local papers, and I will send the clippings
to you each night.

As I pointed out to you on the telephone yesterday, the present
difficulty with these bills is that they do not make any appropria-
tion; they are merely authorizations. I remember that it was the
intention to add an appropriation to the Army appropriation bill,
but that bill has passed the House long ago, and I presume, if
it is the intention really to begin work on this project, it will be
necessary to get an appropriation in a deficiency bill.

The classic document on the whole situation, as I remember it,
1s the so-called Tyler report. That is out of print, but #f I
am not mistaken I have a copy of it in my library at home, and
will try to send it to you.

Yours sincerely,
WinNGROVE BATHON.

WAS ELECTRIC BOND & SHARE CO. RUNNING CONGRESS?

Who gave its lobbyist authority to speak with such assur-
ance? How did he know that the hearings would be exten-
sively reported each day in all the Washington newspapers?
Were bills prepared and introduced according to their inten-
tions? Could they at will put $44,000,000 items in the Army
appropriation bill? Could they at will put $44,000,000 items
in deficiency bills?

STORIES WILL BE SPECIALED IN WASHINGTON NEWSPAPERS

The following is the reply of the Electric Bond & Share
Co. to its lobbyist:
NEw Yorx, May 10, 1924.
Mr. WINGROVE BATHON,

National Savings and Trust Building, Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. BatHON: Your letter of yesterday with reference to the
Great Falls situation has just arrived. It serves Mr. Silliman's
purpose very well, and we thank you for it. The New York papers
will probably give but little, if any, mention to the hearings now
in progress on this matter. The stories will probably be “spe-
claled”, more or less, in the Washington papers, and any clippings
from those papers therefore, will be appreciated.

Yours very truly,
A. W. FLoRr.
HEARINGS EMBRACED 242 PRINTED PAGES

If my colleagues will look on page 207 they will see that
I proved by an expert engineer that even if the Govern-
ment spent $100,000,000 on this project, it would not give
the people any benefit, or anything more than they then
had. As this scheme is still slumbering, it may be worth
while to quote a few paragraphs from the hearings:

Mr. BranToN. There is no use of creating a tremendous power by
reservoirs and dams unless you can use it advantageously?

Major O'Connor. That is right.

Mr. BruantoN. The estimated cost is a total of $44,421,000. It
could be that this project could cost 50 percent more? Might
not that occur?

Major O'ConnNoR. Well, of course, we cannot say.

Mr. BranToN. There is an expert engineer here in Washington
who claims that this might cost $80,000,000.

Major O'Conwor. Well, that i8 a kind of hard question to
answer.

L ] - L] . L] . L]

Mr, BrantoN. The Potomac Electric Power Co. owns this site at
Great Falls?

Major O’ConnNoR. Yes, sir,

Mr. BranTon. It pald $400,000 for it?

Major O'ConNoR. Yes, sir,

Mr, BranTON. And immediately after paying £400,000 it entered
it up on its books as worth $1,000,000?

Major O'ConnNoOR. Yes, sir.

Mr. BranTon. And it would probably ask the United States Gov-
ernment $1,000,000 for it or more?

Major O'Connor. Yes; it is fair to assume that.

Mr. BranToN. And possibly more?

Major O'Connor. Well, I do not know—yes, sir.

L] - L] L] L] L] .

Mr. ZraLman, Will you please state your name and occupation?

Mr. LercaToN. M. O. Leighton; I am a water-power engineer.

Mr. Zrauman., Located at New York?

Mr. LErcHTON. At present, yes; although my legal domicile is in
Washington, and I have lived here for 22 years and have an office
in Washington.

L] . L] L] L L] .

Mr, BranToN., You are familiar, of course, with the country sur-
rounding this entire site, from Great Falls down to Chain Bridge?

Mr. LEigaTON. Oh, yes. I have almost crawled over it on my
hands and knees.

Mr. BranTOoN. Your total figures are $57,700,000 against the
Tyler report of $44,421,000?

Mr. LEIGHTON. Yes; 30 percent more,
. You would say as an expert engineer that to be

Mr.
safe for your client If you were passing on this project as a feas-
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ible undertaking, you would recommend that they not underfake
this for less than $60,000,000.

Mr. LereaToN. I would advise financing on that basis,

Question. What do you mean by your organization?

Answer. The Electric Bond & Share Co.

Question. You are connected with them?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And you are nne of the engineers?

Answer, I am one of the boys.

Question. How many engineers have you, more than one?

Answer. Oh, I think all together we have about 1,500.

Question. I misunderstood you. Is this a corporation you are
speaking of?

Answer. Yes; a management and construction corporation.

Question. If it has 1,500 engineers, it must be the largest In
the country, then.

Answer. It is of that type. The properties that are operated
and managed by that corporation supply & population of about
8,000,000 people.

L] L] L ] . L ] . L]

Mr. BranToN. What is the highest salary the Potomac Electric
Power Co. pays?

Mr. Ham. $15,000.

Mr. BranTton. This is to the president?

Mr. Ham. Yes.

Mr. BLaNToN. What 1s the highest salary that the Washington
Railway & Electric Co. pays?

Mr. Ham. $10,000 to the same president.

Mr. BLanToN. Then the two companies pay $25,000 to one man?

Mr. Ham. Yes, sir.

Mr. BranToN. And the two companies are really owned by one
company?

Mr. Ham, Yes.

Mr. BranToN. Same stockholders?

Mr, Ham, All the stock of the Potomsac Electric Power Co. is
owned by the Washington Railway & Electric Co.

Mr. BranToN. How many subsldiary companies are there that
are owned by these two companies or either of them?

Mr, Ham. Elght or ten.

Mr. BLANTON. Are you the president of all of them?

Mr. Ham. Yes.

Mr. BLanTonN. You are president of 8 or 10 subsidiary com-
panies?

Mr. Ham. Yes.

Mr. Ham showed that his railway-power company here
was paying him $25,000, his vice president $12,000, his comp-
troller $7,500, his manager $7,000, his secretary $6,000, one
attorney $6,000, another attorney $5,500, and his engineer
$5,500, salaries per annum.

COMMUNISTS COMMUNIZE TEACHERS; THEN TEACHERS GET FUNDS

FROM FOUNDATIONS

The Twentieth Century Fund, Inc., of New York City, one
of its directors being Hon. Newton D. Baker, former Secre-
tary of War, in reporting its investigations of American
foundations, in its booklet published in 1931 entitled “Ameri-
can Foundations and Their Fields”, named the 20 largest
foundations, and stated that gifts had been given in support
of institutions or projects concerned with what are usually
known as the social sciences. I quote from it the following:

The twenty largest foundations

Rank. Name Capital
1 Carnegle Corporation of New York. . ... $159, 860, 783
2 Rockefeller Foundation 147, 378, 921
8 General Education Board 93, 936, 152
4 Duke Endowment. 50, 000, 000
5 Comonwealth Fund 42, 950, 712
6 Carnegie Institution of Washington_ __________ 83,714,240

7 Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of

Teaching -81, 533, 177
8 Altman Foundation 30, 000, 000
9 Russell Sage Foundation 15, 000, 000
10 M. and L. Guggenheim Foundation ... 14,140,000
11 Julius Rosenwald Fund 13,711, 205
12 Buhl Foundation 12, 483, 151
13 Carnegie Endowment for International Peace__. 132,084,419
14 Juilliard Musical Foundation 12, 000, 000
156 Milbank Memorial Fund 10, 702, 093
16 Children's Fund of Michigan ________________._ 10,098, 113
17 Maurice and Laura Falk Foundation_ 10, 000, 000
18 Bpelman Fund 9, 452, 397
19 New York Community Trust. 8, 672,382
20 Cranbrook Foundation 7, 846, 985
Total of 20 largest foundations _..__________ 725, 559,829

“RED" UNIVERSITY PROFESSORS HAVE MISUSED ABOVE FUNDS
Without disclosing or having their intentions known, some
subversive organizations and “red” university professors have
been getting large grants from the above foundations, which
they have used in trying to communize the universities, col-
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leges, and schools of the United States. Large sums have
been paid to influence teachers. Large sums have been paid
to influence some preachers. Large sums have been paid
to influence authors to write books of communistic propa-
ganda. Large sums have been paid to newspapers to give
publicity to communistic propaganda.

THE COMMISSION ON THE SOCIAL STUDIES

On page vii of the preface of his A Charter for the So-
cial Sciences (a product from said commission), Dr. Charles
A. Beard tells us how the commission on the social studies
was appointed and financed. I quote:

The council of the American Historical Assoclation was now
asked to sponsor this undertaking. The authorities of the Com-
monwealth fund expressed an interest in the proposal and appro-
priated a sum to cover the preparation of a definite plan for
such investigation.

In the fall of 1927 the Carnegie Corporation made an appro-
priation to permit the recasting of this plan into “working draw-
ings.” At the annual meeting of the American Historical Associa-
tion held in Washington, D. C., December 1928, it was announced

that the Carnegle Corporation had appropriated the funds ($300,-

000) necessary to undertake the investigation. The council at
the same time nominated the personnel of the commission to
direct this investigation. The commission began its work in
'{;;;m—ywas The commission will end its work in December

WORKED TOGETHER 5§ YEARS ON FLAN TO COMMUNIZE SCHOOLS

The commission on the social studies, which worked to-
gether 5 years, beginning in January 1929 and ending in
December 1933, is so very important regarding the attempted
indoctrination of communism in the Washington public
schools, that I want my colleagues to watch closely how their
subtle scheme slowly unfolds like a magnolia bud. When
this commission was first appointed among its members
were Dr. Frank W, Ballou, Superintendent of Schools, Wash-
ington, D. C.; Dr. Charles A. Beard, formerly professor of
politics, Columbia University; Ada Comstock, president of
Radgcliffe College; Dr. George S. Counts, professor Teachers
College, Columbia University; Carleton J. H. Hayes, pro-
fessor, Columbia University; and Charles E. Merriam, pro-
fessor, Chicago University.

Since on page x of the preface to his Charter for the
Bocial Sciences, Dr. Charles A. Beard states that on a sub-
committee for the consideration of objectives, Dr. Harold O.
Rugg was appointed, I add his name to the list, he being
one of the editors of the communistic magazine Scholastic.
And since Dr. W. W. Charters is mentioned by the commis-
sion in its final conclusions as having rendered fo them
very great assistance, I add his name to the list, he being
the president of the Ohio University, and the one Dr.
Ballou thereafter selected and placed in charge of character
education to guide in the Washington schools. For 5 years
Dr. Frank W. Ballou was secretary for the said commission
on the social studies. He was the chairman of one of its
important committees. And since Dr. Ballou selected Dr.
Charles R. Mann to assist Dr. W. W. Charters in putting
over his misnamed character education on the unsuspecting
school children of Washington, we will now see how many
of the above intimate workers and collaborators of Dr. Bal-
lou are radicals and have their names in the Communist
Who's Who.

Mrs. O'DAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I am sorry; I cannot. I have not the

IS IT NOT STRANGE THAT ALL OF THE ABOVE ARE RADICALS?

I will now quote from Mrs. Elizabeth Dilling’s The Red
Network, a Who'’s Who of Radicalism, giving the names and
background of the radicals—Dr. Ballou’s close associates—
who belong to communistic organizations in the United
States:

DR, CHARLES A. BEARD, “RADICAL"

The Red Network, in its Who's Who in Radicalism, em-
braces Dr. Charles A. Beard “a college professor”, and states
that—

He is a supporter of the radical Rand School.

ADA COMSTOCK, “RADICAL"
The Red Network, in its Who’s Who in Radicalism, em-

braces Ada Comstock, described as—
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President of Radcliffe College; a member of the National Citi-
zens Committee on Relations with Latin America, echoing the
communistic A, A. A. I.; member of Open Road and an affiliate of
communistic Intourist (Soviet Government travel agency), the
V. O. K. 8,; and signer of petition for Russian recognition.

DR. GEORGE S, COUNTS, “RADICAL”
The Red Network, in its Who's Who in Radicalism, em-
braces Dr. George S, Counts, described as—
Professor, Teachers' College, Columbia University, showing mem-

bership in, and relationship to, and author of, various commu-
nistic organizations and communistic books.

Which require about one-fourth of a column to list all of

same.
CARLETON J. H. HAYES, “RADICAL"

The Red Network, in its Who’s Who in Radicalism, em-
braces Carleton J. H. Hayes, described as—

Professor, Columbia University, showing membership in, and re-
lationship to, and author of, various communistic organizations
and communistic books,

Which require about one-fourth of a column to list all of
same, and says that—

At a meeting of the Communists on militarism in education he
sneered at patriotic observances and at respect of Old Glory and
the Liberty Bell, which he called “the religion of nationalism” and
the “cult for worship of the flag.”

Capt. George L. Darte at that time described Hayes as “one who

-rajses the ‘red’ flag in time of peace and the ‘white’ flag in time
of war.”
CHARLES E. MERRTAM, “RADICAL"

The Red Network, in its Who's Who in Radicalism, em-
braces Charles E, Merriam, described as—

Professor, University of Chicago, showing membership in, and
relationship to, and author of, various communistic organizations
and communistic books.

Which require about one-fourth of a column to list all of
- same, and states:

In the University of Chicago Daily Maroon, May 17, 1933, he
referred to the proposed Baker bills to prevent teaching of sedition
in the Illinois schools as “another monkey law.”

DR. HAROLD O. RUGG, “RADICAL"

The Red Network, in its Who's Who in Radicalism, em-
braces Harold Rugg, described as—

Professor, Columbia University. His growing pro-Soviet eulogies
are quoted at length in the communistic Daily Worker, which, on
December 5, 1933, quoted from one of Harold Ruggs' speeches the
following:

“Today 6,000,000 young Russians in the Communist Youth Or-
ganization are making a fine, constructive contribution to the con-
struction of a new social order.”

Harold Ruggs’ reference is to the Russian Comsomols (Young
Communist League), which are building for world bloody class
hate and revolution, destruction of religion and family life.

DR. CHARLES R. MANN, “RADICAL”; DR, W. W. CHARTERS, “RADICAL";
DR. STEPHEN DUGGAN, “RADICAL”; DR. JOHN DEWEY, “RADICAL"

In her book The Red Network, a who's who of radicalism,
on page 255, Mrs, Elizabeth Dilling calls attention to the
printed announcements of the Moscow University in Russia
for its summer school of 1934, made through the Anglo-
“American Institute of the First Moscow University, an-
nouncing a Communist summer school in Moscow, Russia,
conducted in conjunction with American educators, from

which I quote the following:

The Anglo-American Institute will offer at the First Moscow
University, during the summer of 1934, a variety of courses as a
means of furthering cultural contacts between American and
Russian teachers and students. All instruction 1s in English, un-
der the direction of a faculty of Soviet professors and specialists,
with an advisory staff of American instructors. Moscow Univer-
gity certifies academic credit for foreign students.

National advisory council [embraces]: W. W. Charters, Ohio
State University; George 8. Counts, Teachers College, Columbia
University; John Dewey, Columbia University; Stephen Duggan,
director, Institute of International Education; Charles H. Judd,
dean, University of Chicago; I. L. Kandel, Teachers College, Co-
lumbia University; Charles R. Mann, director, A. C. on E.; William
F. Russell, dean, Teachers College, Columbia University.

OVER 200 UNITED STATES TEACHERS AND STUDENTS ATTENDED MOSCOW
UNIVERSITY, RUSSIA, IN 1934

You will note that excluding Stephen Duggan, who helped

them organize it, Dr. W. W. Charters, of Ohio University;

Dr. Charles H. Judd, of Chicago University; and Dr. Charles

R. Mann, the other above-mentioned organizers of this Mos-
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cow, Russia, training for American teachers, all hail from the
Columbia University. They pronounced their first summer
session in Moscow, Russia, in 1934, as a success. Over 200
teachers and students from the United States attended. I
quote from the Washington Star, August 16, 1934, under big
headlines, Americans Finish Moscow Studies, and with sub-
headlines that A Majority of the 200 United States Students
and Professors Are Believers, the following news item sent by
special cable:

Moscow, August 15, 1934 —The first intensive session of the
Anglo-American Institute of the first Moscow University conducted
here closed last night. Examinations over, the student body, com-
posed of 200 American students, teachers, and professors from the
principal colleges and universities of the United States, left
Moscow tonight. Explained Professor Pinkevich, we are carefully
studying the experiences of capitalistic countries like the United
States. We -belleve the time has come when America has some-
thing to learn from us.

Among the student body are 57 with the degree of B. A., 40 with
M. A, 11 with Ph. D, and 7 with M. D. The great majority are
ardent believers in the Soviet program. The institute grew out of
the experiment conducted here last summer by Irving V. Sollins,
formerly a New York teacher, member of the Anglo-American
Institute, now in the employ of the first Moscow University.

DR. CHARTERS IN SYMPATHY WITH DR. DUGGAN

In a telegram sent by him to the Washington Herald on
February 20, 1935, Dr. W. W. Charters said:
I satisfied myself about summer school University of Moscow

where American travelers would get more accurate picture of
Soviet educational system.

And Dr. Charters admits that he received a letter from
Dr. Stephen Duggan stating:

The recognition of Russia by the United States Government
removes the last barrier to complete cultural cooperation between
Russia and the United States. There has already been founded the
Anglo-American Institute of the First Moscow University. * * ¢

The Anglo-American Institute will next year have a summer
session at the First Moscow University, at which courses will be
given in English, primarily for teachers and students. A bulletin
will be issued shortly descriptive of these courses.

My object in writing you now is to inform you that I am organ-
izing an advisory council to assist * * * the Anglo-American
Institute. I am hoping that you are in sympathy with the pur-
pose of the activity, and if so, that you will be willing to serve on
the advisory council.

And Dr. W. W. Charters admits that he replied, and ac-
cepted, and furnishes his reply, which is as follows:

CorvmBus, Onio, December 13, 1933,
Dr. STEPHEN DUGGAN,
Institute of International Education, Ine.,
2 West Forty-fifth Street, New York City.

Dear Dr. Ducgan: I shall be glad to serve as a member of your
advisory council,

Very cordially yours,
W. W, CHARTERS.
“OF MOSCOW.” DR. W. W. CHARTERS WAS “IN SYMPATHY"”

Please remember that in Dr. Stephen Duggan’s letter to
Dr. Charters he said: “The Anglo-American Institute of the
First Moscow University.” It was “of Moscow” and not “of
United States.” And Duggan said: “I am hoping that you
are in sympathy.” And Dr. W. W. Charters was “in sym-
pathy”, for without hesitation he said: “I shall be glad to
serve.” He cannot now hide behind the flimsy excuse that
he “has never been in Russia.” He did not have to go to
Russia to do damage. What he did here, did do damage, for
he allowed his name to head the list of the “advisory coun-
cil” on all of the literature immediately gotten out by the
Moscow University, in Russia, to induce American professors
and students to attend this summer session of 1934 in Mos-
cow, and was responsible for the indoctrination of 200
teachers and students from the United States with soviet
poison, for remember the Washington Star on August 186,
1934, stated that: “The great majority of them left Russia
ardent believers in the soviet program.” Dr. W. W. Char-
ters is responsible.

The name W. W, Charters stands at the top of the list of
the “advisory council” on all of the literature and advertise~
ments of this Moscow University. Then following his name
are: George S. Counts, John Dewey, Stephen Duggan,
Charles H. Judd, I. L. Kandel, Charles R. Mann, and a lot
of other communistic sympathizers and promoters,
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MOSCOW PROSPECTUS FOR SUMMER SCHOOL OF 1835

On the very elaborate prospectus gotten out by the Mos-
cow University for its succeeding summer school of 1935 all
of the above names appeared as the “advisory council”:
W. W. Charters, George S. Counts, John Dewey, Stephens
Duggan, Charles H. Judd, I. L. Kandel, and Charles R.
Mann. With Dr. W. W. Charters heading the list, all of
their names appeared on all of the exiensive advertising
matter, documents, and letterheads gotten out by the Mos-
cow University for its summer school of 1935, with “Moscow
University” at the top of them all.

APPEALING LETTEE URGING ATTENDANCE

On April 27, 1935, an appealing letter (no. 2) was pre-
pared and mailed to college professors and teachers over
the United States, on letterhead of “Moscow State Univer-
sity Summer Session”, and this letterhead embraced the
names of W. W. Charters, George 5. Counts, John Dewey,
Stephen Duggan, Charles H. Judd, I L. Kandel, and Charles
R. Mann as the advisory council, from one of which such
letters I quote:

You have previously received our letter, together with informa-
tion concerning attendance at the Moscow University summer
school. Do you at this time need additional information or assist-
ance in completing your school enroliment or travel arrangements?

The 1934 session of the Moscow summer school enrolled Ameri-
can students 100 percent in excess of our expecations. For 1835
we have decided to limit enrollment to 500 students. This quota
is rapidly being filled, While tions are accepted as late as
June, it is advisable to enroll early in order to avoid the necessity
of paying cable fees to secure soviet visa.

There is no age limit or professional requirement for attend-
ance at the Moscow University summer school. Its student body
has one common characteristic—a sincere interest in studying the
various trends and aspects of the new life in the Soviet Union.
The applications we now have are from professors, social workers,
-physicians, co! students, teachers, and school administrators.
Will you kindly out the enclosed prepald post card?

PROPOSED 1935 SUMMER SCHOOL MET OBSTACLES

With the above letter was sent to each of said teachers and
students solicited to attend the Moscow University 1935
gummer school a list of 24 books on communistic propaganda
by such “red” authors as Stalin, Yakovliev, Lenin, Pckrovsky,
Grinko, Semashko, and George S. Counts.

Note that such letter was the second one written urging
enrollment. All of such letters carried on the letterheads
the names of Dr. W. W. Charters and Dr. Charles R. Mann.
Is it not almost incomprehensible that they, Dr. W. W. Char-
ters and Dr. Charles R. Mann, were selected by Dr. Frank
W. Ballou and the Board of Education o be placed in charge
of character education in the Washington schools? Why
were they, of all others, selected? Was it premeditated?
Was it accidental? Did it just so happen? Or was it care-
fully and studiously planned, mapped out, arranged, and
executed through preconcert? Remember what Abraham
Lincoln said about “preconcert.” I will shortly convince you
that it was hatched in the “commission on the social studies”
during the 5 years that Dr. Ballou, Dr. Counts, Dr. Beard,
and Dr. Charters were working together preparing their
“conclusions” on their “new philosophy” and their “new
social order.”

The main thing that queered and stopped the Moscow
University 1935 summer school, at which the said letter
written by Dr. W. W. Charters’ and Dr. Charles R. Mann's
“council” announced they would have 500 American college
professors and teachers enrolled, was that, following the
hearings our subcommittee conducted in December 1934,
wherein Dr. Ballou had testified that what he was frying to
do was “to establish a new philosophy of education”, and
ihat it was necessary for him “to change fundamentally the
philosophy of education of his 2,900 teachers” before he
could have character education in his schools, the reason
for the action of our subcommittee in refusing to allow Dr.
Ballou his requested $87,540 as a second annual appropria-
tion for character education was told here and there and
published here and there, unfil the “fear of God” was put
into the hearts of many teachers and they refused fo enroll,
and the Moscow University learned that their plan of “in-
doctrinating American teachers” had been found out; so it
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got cold feet as it learned that many good Americans were
demanding that our recognition of Russia be withdrawn and
that we cease to recognize Russia, so that knocked into a
cocked hat Russia's Moscow University 1935 summer school.

BOME OF DE. BALLOU'S ADMIESIONS

Regarding this proposed Moscow University 1935 summer
session that was called off and not held, I quote the follow-
ing from our hearings:

Mr. BranToN. Doctor, have you ever seen the printed prospectus
of the 1935 summer course of the Moscow University?

Dr. Barrou. Yes, sir.

Mr. BLanToN. That has been shown all over the United States?

Dr. Barrou. Yes, sir,

Mr. BranToN. Trying to get teachers and students to come there
and take the summer course in Moscow, Russia?

Dr. BaLLou, Yes, sir.

Mr. BranTON. Have you got one of those prospectuses?

Dr. Barrou. I have one in my office.

Mr. BranTtonN. Would you mind sending it to us?

Mr, Barrovu. I would be glad to exhibit it to you. I have only one

copy.

Mr. Braxron. Will you exhibit it to us in the morning?

Dr. BaLLoU. Yﬁ.

Mr. BranTtoN. You will kindly bring it to us in the morning.
Thank you very much,

Dr. Barrou, Now, two things: At the head of that advisory com-
mittee, on that same page which I have in my mind, and which I
will exhibit to you tomorrow morning, are the names of Dr. George
B. Counts and Dr. Heber Harper, who were to teach in Moscow
University and they were so designated as teachers in Moscow Uni-
versity. But the others, the advisory committee, made up of Presi-
dent Hutchins, of the University of Chicago, Dr. Charles R. Mann,
of the American Council on Education, and a large number of other
leading American educators—that pamphlet does not show that they
were teaching or intending to teach in that university.
tour.m;mn. But it was intended that he, George 8. Counts, was

Dr. Barrou. He was listed as one of the teachers.

Mr. JornsoN. Who is Dr. Duggan?

Dr. Barrov. Dr. Duggan is director of this institute which has
charge of this program, and is the one who organized this advisory
committee and selected it himself, this committee to which
the chairman of the committee has referred, and on which advisory
committee Dr. W. W. Charter’s name appears.

Mr, BranToN. Doctor, right there, is it not a fact that Moscow
University abandoned its 1935 summer course because there was a
lot of criticism raised in the United States against this institute,
a.nlt:ctﬁe institute withdrew its support of this program? Isn't that
a

Dr. Barrou. I do not know it to be a fact, sir, but that is accord-
ing to my information.

Mr. JornsoN. The withdrawal came just before the summer
session began.

Mr. BranToN. How did the withdrawal come to be made?

Dr. Barrou. The University of Moscow authorities did not make
any satisfactory explanation for their withdrawal of the faculty
from Moscow University which was supposed to offer instruction to
students of American and English institutions. That is according
to Dr. Duggan’s statement in a letter on that subject.

Mr. JornsoN. Do you know what instruction they proposed to
give them at Moscow University?

Dr. Barrou. A complete program of the summer course was listed
in this circular to which the chairman has previously referred.

DR. BALLOU WAS NOT IGNORANT OF THE SITUATION

Dr. Ballou’s Board of Education claimed that none of its
members knew of Dr. Charters’ and of Dr. Charles R. Mann's
connection with the Moscow University summer schools. But
Dr. Ballou himself knew all about it. He knew that their
names appeared on all of the advertising literature and on
all of the prospectuses, and that they were allowing their
names, scattered broadcast over the United States, to induce
college professors and public-school teachers to enroll in
Moscow University. It was just as reprehensible for Dr.
Charters to “pimp” in the United States for Moscow Univer-
sity in helping to send it the victims as it was for Dr. George
S. Counts to “pimp” for Moscow University in helping to
indoctrinate the victims after they reached Russia.

FROM DR. BALLOU’S OWN PRIVATE COPY

Are you aware, Doctor, that this same George S. Counts is lixe-
wise listed in that printed volume of the Moscow State University
that I asked you to present to the committee this morning?

Dr. Barrov. I am, sir,

Mr. BranToN., Did you bring that with you?

Dr. BaLrou. Yes, sir.

Mr, BraNTON. Will you let me have it, please?

Dr. Bairou, I thought that you would perhaps give me the
privilege of presenting the material which the committee asked me
to present yesterday. This is the only copy that I have.

Mr, BLanToN. We shall give this back to you, Doctor.
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This copy which I get from Dr. Frank W. Ballou has on the front
page of it the following:

“Moscow State University, summer session (Anglo-American sec-
tion), 1935, July 16 to August 25, Moscow, U. 8. 8. R.; American
Representative, Intourist, Inc., educational department, 545 Fifth
Avenue, New York, N, Y.”

On the first inside page I read as follows:

“Moscow UNIVERSITY—SUMMER SESSION
“(Anglo-American Section)

“American Advisory Organization: Institute of International Edu-
cation, Inc. Advisers: George S, Counts and Heber Harper

“NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL

“W. W. Charters, director, Bureau of Educational Research, Ohio
State University.

“Harry Woodburn Chase, chancellor of New York University,

“George S. Counts, professor of education, Teachers College,
Columbia University.

:glohn Dewey, professor emeritus of philosophy, Columbia Uni-
versity.

“Stephen , director, Institute of International Education.

“Charles H. Judd, dean, School of Education, University of
Chicago.
“I. L. Kandel, professor of education, Teachers College, Columbia
University.

“Charles R. Mann, director, American Council oh Education.

“William F. Russell, dean, Teachers College, Columbia University.

“H. W. Tyler, general secretary, American Association of Uni-
versity Professors. 1

“The tremendous progress of the Soviet Union in the cultural
fleld creates for Americans an unequaled observation ground for
education, psychology, and the soclal sclences. The Soviet Union
presents a unique opportunity for the study of the processes of
cultural change. The first and second 5-year plans, by creating the
foundations of a planned national economy, have brought about a
complete reconstruction in the social attitudes and behavior of the
Russian people,

“From a backward and illiterate country, the Union of Soviet
Soclalist Republics has been transformed into a modern industrial
nation. Illiteracy has been almost abolished. The Soviet Union
possesses the most progressive system of public education, exten-
sively making use of the best achievements of international peda-
gogy. Soviet policy in social welfare, the care of mothers and chil-
dren, the reeducation and redirection of lawless elements, and in
other flelds, presents a provocative challenge to students on all

levels,
“PURPOSE

“Moscow University summer session conducts an Anglo-American
section, open to all academically qualified foreigners who are inter-
ested in the cultural and educational aspects of life in the Soviet
Union. Instruction is in the English language by an all-Soviet
faculty of professors and specialists, The State University of Mos-
cow certifies academic credit to those foreign students meeting the

ments of the university and completing a course of study
in its Anglo-American section. The director of the Moscow Univer-
sity summer session is a Soviet educator. The summer session Is
officially an organizational part of the Moscow State University.

“To facilitate still closer rapprochement, each year several Amer-
fcan educators are invited to Moscow as resident advisers to the
summer session. Dr. George 8. Counts and Dr. Heber Harper, pro-
fessors of education, Teachers College, Columbia University, will
act as advisers during the summer session of 1935.

“The Moscow University summer session is sponsored in the
Soviet Union by the Peoples’ Commissariat of Education of the
Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Republics; by VOKS, the All-
Union Soclety for Cultural Relations with Foreign Countries; and
by Intourist, the state travel company of the Union of Soviet So-
cialist Republics. Intourist, through its educational department,
will supply information to persons interested.

“Moscow University will offer, in its Anglo-American section,
during the summer of 1935 a variety of courses to serve as a means
of furthering cultural contacts between American and Russian
teachers and students.

“An elementary course, presenting and describing the basic ideas
and institutions of Soviet soclety. with a brief his-
torical account, the course will present in simple terms the theory
and practice of socialist construction. Among the topics included
in the course are: The theories underlying the Soviet state; the
organization of the government and the Soviet economy; the pro-

of educational and cultural advance; the relation of the in-
dividual to the family and to other social groups; the guestion of
the village and the collectivization of agriculture; and the solution
of the problem of national minorities. The course is intended as
a general survey of Soviet life.
ACADEMIC CREDIT

“The Moscow University summer session certifies forelgn stu-
dents for full academic credit at the University of Moscow. The
student may offer the certificate of attendance and credit issued
by the University of Moscow to the faculty of the American college
or university at which he is regularly enrolled for evaluation and
recognition in accordance with the policles and procedures of the
institution. In order to assist in the evaluation of credit, the
director of the Moscow University summer session will provide the
dean, faculty adviser, or other administrative official with a full
academic description of courses and of the progress in work of each
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student. The minimum university credit possible is two points
and the maximum is six points (semester units). L3

New York City school teachers may offer the certificates issued
by the University of Moscow to meet the requirements for annual
salary increment (alertness credit).”

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY PROFESSORS ON MOSCOW PAY ROLL
You will note that Moscow University advertised that Dr.

George S. Counts and Dr. Heber Harper, of Teachers Col-
lege, Columbia University, would teach in Moscow.

DR. FRANE W. BALLOU FOOLED WASHINGTON

The Washington Herald, June 26, 1935, under big head-
lines “Schools begin experiment in new teaching” said:

Under the leadership of three distinguished authorities on edu-
cation the cogs of the District's far-flung character-education ex-
periment was formally set in motion yesterday.

It will be in charge of Dr. W. W. Charters, of Ohio State Uni-
versity, Dr. Ben D, Wood, of Columbia University, and Dr. Charles
R. Mann, director of the Amerfean Council on Education.

All three have been retained by the Board of Education as con-
sultants, and will be paid $50 a day.

It was first endorsed as a necessary addition to school curricu-
lum by Dr. Frank W. Ballou, after Senator Coreran, of New York,
had gathered startling facts through his Senate Crime Committee.

W. W. Charters and Charles R. Mann are in “Red Net-
work” as radicals, connected with the Moscow University,
and Ben D. Wood assisted Counts and Beard’s “Commission.”

DID THE SENATE CRIME COMMITTEE START IT? LET'S SEE!

In his New York speech, November 1, 1934, titled “The
Washington Experiment in Character Education”, Dr. Frank
‘W. Ballou said:

The character-education experi
in Washington owes its j.\:lt‘.'a;.ﬂ’.lm:ur.n :gts‘:ntg:gr ‘;eo::. gam
of New York, and * * * grew out of the investigation of

crime conducted by & committee of the United States Senate.”
(Hearings, p. 523, December 1934.)

DR. CHARTERS SAID IN OCTOBER 1934 IT WAS RESULT OF 5 YEARS' STUDY
BY DR. BALLOU AND HIS TEACHING CORPS

In his article entitled “The Coreranp Experiment in the
District of Columbia” in the October 1934 issue of the Edu-
cational Record, published by the American Council on
Education, Dr. W. W. Charters, who was its chosen guide,
said:

Washington was selected for this study partly because it was a
convenient location, partly because Dr. Frank W. Ballou and the
Board of Education are enthusiastic about the project, and partly

because the teaching corps of the city has been working upon the
problem for the last § years,

When Dr. Charters said, “Washington was selected for this
study partly because it was a convenient location”, that
meant that outsiders did the selecting. Somebody outside of
Washington selected Washington because it was convenient
to them. When Dr. Charters said that it was because Dr.
Ballou and his teaching corps had been working “for the last
5 years” on this “experiment”, or “project”, or “study”, by
all of which three names he called it within 1 minute of time,
he did not realize that that “5 years”, before October 1934,
was the same “5 years” that he has been of such great as-
sistance to Dr. Frank W. Ballou, Dr. George S. Counts, and
Dr. Charles A, Beard while they were at work on the $300,000
Commission on the Social Studies.”

DR. BALLOU HAD WORKEED 5 YEARS ON IT, BUT HIS CORFS OF TEACHERS
HAD NOT

From our hearings, page 553, I will quote Dr. Ballou's tes-
timony showing that when called on for the names he could
not name but one teacher out of his entire corps of over 2,900
that he would say had been working on “character educa-
tion”, and that was Miss Backus, whom he transferred to it
with a big raise in salary, and finally he admitted that his
corps of teachers had not worked 5 years on it.

Mr. BranTON. Have you read the article by W. W. Charters en-
titled “The Copeland Experiment in the District of Columbia”,
carried in the October 1934 issue of the Educational Record, pub-
lished by the American Council on Education, 744 Jackson Place,
Wi n, D. C, in which article the following statements are
made, and I quote them from page 404:

“Washington was selected for this study, partly because it was
a convenlent location, partly because Dr, Frank W. Ballou and the
Board of Education are enthusiastic about the project, and partly
because the teaching corps of the city has been working upon the
problem for the last § years,”
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Dr. Barrou. I have read that article; yes, sir.

Mr. BranToN. Then the teaching corps of this city, prior to
October 1834, had been working on this problem for § years?

Dr. Barrou. Certainly, and many teachers have been working on
it for 25 years, or all their lives, He quoted the last § years.
There was a special committee of officers and teachers appointed
to consider the matter, to consider what we might do about
improving the character of the boys and girls in our schools.

Mr. JornNsoN. You mean here in Washington?

Dr. Barrou. Yes; in Washington.

Mr. JouNsoN. In the city of Washington?

Dr. BaLrovu. Yes, sir,

Mr. JoansoN. Who appointed that committee?

Dr. Baiurou. The committee was appointed by me, and it was
approved by the Board.

M:r. Burmu.-Note the language. He says:

“Partly because (you) ‘Dr. Ballouw’, and the Board of Education
in Washington are enthusiastic about the project, and partly be-
causetheteachingeorpnofthecltyhasbeenworklnguponthe
problem for the last 5 years."

Dr. B;:mu.wmsmthemnboutthatmtuotanyapeew
interest

Mr. BranToN. Well, did you ever apprise Congress of the fact
that you had a corps of teachers working on a 5-year program on
this matter before when you came here and asked for the $63,000
for character education?

Dr. BarrLou. There are lots of committees in the District schools
that are working on various projects that have not been brought
to the attention of Congress.

Mr. BranTon. Can you give us the names of five of the most
prominent members of the teaching corps in the city of Wash-
ington who were couabomtlngwmxyourorayearsbefm October
1934 on that problem?

Dr. Barrou. I will submit that for the record. I cannot re-
member the names of those persons except Miss Backus, who is
now in charge of the experiment, was chairman of that com-
mittee.

Mr. BranToN, You can remember Miss Backus. How about Mr.
George Jones? Can you remember any others offhand who were
helping you on that 5-year program?

Dr. Barrou. I do not know that Mr. George Jones was on that
committee. He may have been. I do not know that he was.

Mr. BranTtOoN. Your Mr. George Jones was mentioned in that
conclusions and recommendations of your commission, for which
you was secretary for 5 years.

Mr. Joanson. Doctor, how could you work 5 years on a thing
o!thusonnndnotknowwhothemembemorthe committee
were?

Dr. Barrou. I have not said we worked 5 years? Dr. Charters
said that.

Mr. Joanson. How long have you been working on it?

Dr. Baurovu. I do not know how long we have been working on
it.

Mr. JornsoN. You do not know the names of but two people,
and one of them had to be suggested to you that are members
of this committee and who have been working on this proposition.

Dr. Barrou, With 2,900 teachers in the public schools and a
large number of committees working on all of these different prob-
lems, especially when that committee has not been active for the
Iastsevera.lyaars it seems to me I could not be expected to re-
member the names of the persons who served on that committee.

Mr. JoEnsoN. I know, but you were very much interested in
this?

Dr. Barrou. 1 was very much interested.

Mr. Jomwsow, Yet, you cannot name but two people who
worked on that committee, and one of them was suggested to
you by the chairman.

Dr. Barrou. No; I cannot name the members of that committee.

Mr. BuanToN. Doctor, can you tell us how, where, and in what
manner the teaching corps of this city was working, during the
5-year period before October 1934 upon what is now known as
the Copeland or character-education experiment?

Mr, Barrou. I will later furnish a list of the members of that
committee for the record at this point.

DR. STEPHEN DUGGAN LETS CAT OUT OF BAG

In his signed letter, published in the Washington Herald
on March 6, 1935, Dr. Stephen Duggan said:

In the fall of 1933 I was invited by t.he Scwiet Government to
go to Moscow to advise with it. * The Boviet was espe-
cially anxious to organize a summer school at the Moscow Uni-
versity. * * * Before leaving for Russia I invited a number
of distinguished educators to form an advisory council. Everyone
invited accepted the invitation. * * * Each professor thought
it necessary to give the background of the Soviet philosophy of
political and social organization. * * * As there were 13
courses, the students naturally grew tired of the repetition. * * *
This fall conferred with representatives of Soviet. I
that one fundamental course in the principles of the collective
society should be given.

The Washington Herald, February 23, 1935, under head-
line: “2,000 Educators Get Phamphlets Boosting Moscow
College”, said:

Communist agents of the Soviet Government of Russia are at
work in the lobby of the Mayflower Hotel, spreading subtle propa~
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ganda among the more than 2,000 American school teachers at-

the convention of the American Progressive Education
Association. “Btudy in the Soviet Union" is on a large poster.,
Large stacks of pamphlets and other propaganda are distributed
daily to the teachers.

The Russian agency is making a drive to enroll large numbers
of American school teachers in the summer session of the Moscow
University,

Prominent among the names of American educators who are
aiding the Moscow University is that of Dr. W. W. Charters, char-
acter education consultant for the District public-school system.

In this same paper, Dean Gildersleeve, of Barnard College,
from Atlantic City, said:
Bolshevism and communism should not be served to children,

nor is it good brain food for freshman and sophomore college
courses.

The Washington Herald, February 20, 1935, said:

Dr. Charters is paid $50 a day for coming to the District 2 days
each month to advise teachers on development of the character
education

Dr. Ballou said he had no idea Dr. Charters had any affiliation
with Moscow University when he was appointed here.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Dr. Ballou admitted in our hearings, that during the 5
years from January 1929 to December 1933, the Commis-
sion on the Social Studies was at work, he being secretary
for such commission, that Dr. Charles A. Beard printed a
book called “A Charter for the Social Sciences”, and that
Dr. George S. Counts printed a book called “The Social
Foundations of Education”, but Dr. Ballou claimed that none
of the other members of said commission were responsi-
ble in any way for said two books, and that only Dr. Counts
and Dr. Beard were responsible for same. Both of these
books are communistic, and I will show that they were prod-
ucts of Dr. Ballou’s raid commission, although drafted by
said Dr. Beard and Dr. Counts, Dr. Ballou contended that
there was but one book gotten up by the Commission on
the Social Studies, and that was at the end of its 5 years
work, and was called “Conclusions and Recommendations”,
and he admitted that when it came time for the members
to sign it, he would not sign because it was too communistic.

“A CHARTER FOR THE SOCIAL SCIENCES"”

While it was drafted by Charles A. Beard, it states that it
is “Part I, of the report of the commission on the social
studies”, and it embraces among the names of the members
of the Commission on Direction”: Frank W. Ballou, Charles
A. Beard, George S. Counts, Carleton J. H. Hayes, and
Charles E. Merriam. It states that Harold O. Rugg served
on a subcommittee with Beard, Counts, and Merriam to
consider objectives, stating:

This committee worked at its task over a period of nearly 2
years. It met with the commission (Dr. Ballou, secretary) at
Briarcliff and at Asheville, and held two separate meetings at Chi-
cago and at New York. It met once with the committee on tests
(Dr. Ballou, chairman) at New York. Each of the members had
an opportunity to present his views of the problem in writing as
well as orally. Finally, the committee instructed Mr. Beard to
draft a report embodying ifs collective views. This report was
submitted for the consideration of the commission at Briarcliff,
October 15, 1930. Every member of the commission was called
upon to comment upon the report and did so. The discussion
continued for 2 days, and the committee was instructed to prepare
& revised statement. This was done, and the revised statement
was presented to the commission at Washington, May 7, 1831,
Again each member of the commission was called upon for com-
ment. At the conclusion of the discussion a motion to approve
the report was made and carried unanimously. Every member of
the committee and practically every member of the commission
contributed to its composition. Those who followed the discus-
slons closely would have little difficulty in identifying the indi-
vidual contributions. To Mr. Beard was given the task of gather-
ing from the accumulated mass of written and oral material all
the essential contributions and weaving them together into a
coherent whole.

HOW CAN DR. BALLOU DENY RESPONSIBILITY?
In the face of the above recitations in A Charter for the
Social Sciences, how can Dr. Ballou deny his responsibility?
When Dr. Ballou was a member of said commission, and was

its secretary during the entire 5 years of its work, and he
was the chairman of its committee on tests—see page 160,
conclusions—serving thereon with Ben D, Wood, a professor
of Columbia University, who he thereafter employed to help
Dr. W. W. Charters and Dr. Charles R. Mann conduct his
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so-called character education experiment in the Washing-
ton schools, and when on page 161, conclusions, it is shown
that Dr. Ballou was a member of the “committee on the
teacher”, his chairman being Dr. Bagley, of the Teachers Col-
lege, Columbia University, how can he deny his responsibility
when on page xi of the preface, A Charter for the Social
Sciences, Mr. A. C. Krey, chairman of the commission, states
emphatically that it was approved by the unanimous vote
of the members of said commission, at Washington, D. C
May 17, 1931?

DR. BALLOU’S TESTIMONY, PAGE 558, HEARINGS

Mr. BraNTON. Are you familiar with the further statement in
your m:ssor Jones' sald bulletin, Purposeful Teachings, page 2,
lines 5

“Charles A. Beard, who drafted A Charter for the Social Sciences
in the Schools, report of the commission on the social studies of
the American Historical Association, gives therein a scholarly
presentation of general objectives"?

Dr. Barrovu. I would say he gives a scholarly presentation on the
philosophy of history.

Mr. BrLaNTON, Are you aware, Dr, Ballou, of the further fact
that, in still another bulletin, Teacher Training in Service, issued
by the head of the department of history, Washington high schools,
and prepared by your Professor Jones, the teachers have been told,
near the bottom of page 2 of said bulletin, that every tescher'a
professional library should include said A Charter for the Social
Studies in the Schools, by Beard?

Dr. Barrovu. I do not know that to be true, but I accept it as a
statement of fact.

Mr. BLANTON. Are you acquainted, Dr. Ballou, with the following
sentence, appearing on page 45 of said book, A Charter for the
Social Sciences, written by Beard?

“In some communities supposed to be enlightened, teachers are
forbidden to discuss Russia without denouncing her form of gov-
ernment and system of economy.”

Dr. Barrou. Who makes that statement?

Mr. BranTON. Dr. Beard.

Dr. Barrovu. I am not surprised that he makes it.

Mr. BraNnToN. You do recognize that?

Dr. Barrou. I say I am not surprised he would make it

Mr. BLanToN. Do you agree with that, Doctor?

Dr. Barrovu. I think there are places where they would deny in-
struction or forbid the giving of instruction about Russia.

Mr. BranToN. You haven't any doubt or question, have you,
Doctor, that the sentence referred to suggests to teachers that in
all really enlightened communities it is proper to discuss Russia
in the public schools without denouncing Russia's form of govern-
ment and system of economy?

Dr. Barrou. That is the conclusion one might draw from that
statement.

Mr. BranToN, Is that your own opinion?

Dr. BaLrou. No, no, sir; I did not make that statement.

Mr. BLanToN. It is not your opinion? :

Dr. BaLLou. No; it is not my opinion; it is not my statement, and
I do not accept the statement.

Mr. BranToN. Do you agree with Dr. Beard on that?

Dr. Barrou. I would not use the language which he uses there
at all.

Mr. BranTtoN. You would not use the word “enlightened”?

Dr. BarLou. No, sir; I think that is misleading.

Mr. BranToN. Then you disagree with Dr. Beard on that?

Dr. Bairou. Yes, sir; I do, and I disagree with Mr. Beard on a
great many things.

Mr. BranToN. You refused to sign that report, didn't you,
Doctor?

Dr. Barrov. Yes, sir; I refused to sign that report. Moreover,
let me add that as to these individual volumes to which you are
referring now as having been published by the commission, the
commission assumed no collective responsibility for them. They
assumed no responsibility for anything except the final volume of
conclusions. One of Beard’s volumes, and he wrote two of them,
the commission did refer to a subcommittee, and it was published
with the stamp of composite approval of the commission, but the
individual volumes in that series are the product of responsible
individuals, for which volumes the commission itself did not
assume any responsibility.

DR. BALLOU CONTRADICTED BY HIS OWN CHAIRMAN

In the preface to this part I, Report of the Commission on
the Social Studies, drafted by Charles A. Beard, on page vV,
Mr. A. C. Krey, chairman of Dr, Ballou’s said commission,
says:

This charter of the social sciences, like many another document,
is itself the product of history and of the social forces that shaped
the thinking of the individuals who sign it.

Who were the individuals who signed it? Their names are
found at the end of the book, on page 118 of A Charter for
the Social Sciences, and there you will find Dr. Frank W.
Ballou’s name, along with Chairman Krey, Charles A. Beard,
George S. Counts, and the balance of them., Let me quote
further from the hearings:
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Mr. BuanTtoN. Now I will refer you to this book, A Charter for
the Social Sciences, by Charles A. Beard, and I would like to read
a few references from it, because this is one of the books that have
been lisn the libraries of the Washington schools. I read from
page 15:

“Again, a book in political sclence emphasizes one or another
aspect of human development and forward tendencies well under
way; for example, Rousseau's Social Contract, the handbook of
the P'rench Revolution, or Marx’s Das Kapital, the bible of

I read from page 44:

“In some communities, supposed to be anllghbened teachers are
forbidden to discuss Russia without denouncing her form of gov=-
ernment and system of economy.”

The converse of that is that if the communities were actually
and really enlightened, they would allow teachers to do that; is
not that so?

Dr. Barrou. Yes, sir; that is the converse.

Mr. BranToN. You do not agree with that at all?

Dr. Barrou. No, sir. You see, that is in the university field, and
I have no knowledge about the control of teaching in universities,

Mr. BraNTON. Dr. Beard doesn't want teachers to denounce Rus-
sia's form of government. I read from page 49, more from Dr.

“By rapidly multiplying ties of trade, capital investment, and
intercourse, the United States is being woven ever more closely into
a wotglg fabric, drawn into a network of international arrange-
men

I now read from page 65:

“In spite of our free schools and extraordinary educational ad-
vances, authoritative opinion holds that education depends too
largely on family tradition and circumstance. To prepare the
ground for a more even adjustment of the balance is one of the
objectives In the teaching of social science.”

I read again from the same page:

““There is no reason why society should tax itself to provide edu-
cational facilities for those whose chief concern is the exploitation
of the public to personal advantage.”

Mr. BranTOoN. Doctor, are you acquainted with the following
statements appearing on pages 88 and 99 of sald book, A Charter
for the Social Sciences, by Dr. Beard? [reading]:

“Yet, speaking summarily, we may say that the primary informa-
tion which social science must supply through the schools to indi-
viduals is information concerning the conditioning elements, reali-
ties, forces, and ideas of the modern world in which life must be
lived. Any representation of them is bound to be partial and out
of perspective, such is the frailty of the human mind, but it must
be attempted in textbooks, supplementary works, maps, motion
pictures, and every possible apparatus for conveying information
vividly and realistically to the immature mind."

Do you agree with that statement as proper pedagogy?

Dr. Barrovu, I do not agree with most of Dr. Beard’'s philosophy
about the writing of history that is contained in that volume.

Mr. BranToN. Do you agree with him when he says it is “bound
to be partial and out of perspective”?

Dr Barrov. I do not agree with that.

Mr, BranTON. You do not agree with that?

Dr Barrovu. No, sir.

DR. BALLOU ADMITS THAT BEARD AND COUNTS ARE “RADICALS™
After serving with them for 5 years on a commission, he
being its secretary, Dr. Frank W. Ballou says that both Dr.
Charles A. Beard and Dr. George S. Counts are “radicals”,
and they are the ones whom Dr. Ballou says wrote “Conclu-
sions and Recommendations”, which was the main product of
the 5 years’ work of his Commission on the Social Studies:

Mr. Drrrer. You understand what I mean by the term “radical”?

Dr. BaLLoU. Yes,

Mr. Drrrer. Interpreting my use of the term, would you say, sir,
that there were any in this group who would fall into that category,
such as I have described by the term “radical”?
r.hDr‘ Barrou. I am clearly of the opinion that the discussion shows

at 15 s0.

Mr. DitTer. Would you care to give us your opinion as to where
one Charles A. Beard would fall in such a classification?

Dr. Barrou. I think he is an extreme left-end man.

Mr. Drrrer. By leit-end man, do you mean by that 'radxcs.l"?

Dr. BaLrou. A llberal or radical.

Mr. Drtrer. Very liberal or radical?

Dr. Barrou. Yes, sir.

Mr. Drrrer. Would you say that George S. Counts would fall in
that same category?

Dr. Barrou. I think he stands very close to Mr. Beard.

Mr. Drrrer. The fact of the matter is, Doctor, that you have
definitely indicated in these hearings that in the final analysis the
acceptance or the rejection of any textbook is a matter that rests
in your hands?

Dr. Barrou. Yes.

Mr. DrrTER. And that the Board of Education has followed in all
instances your recommendation for the purchase of textbooks?

Dr. BaLrou. Yes; that is agreed.

Mr. DrrTer. Then, passing on that responsibility, any funds that
are used for the purchase of textbooks are funds that are used as a
result of either your suggestion to your Board of Education or your
justification before this committee?

Dr, BaurLovu, Yes.
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Mr. Drrrer. And If this committee directs your attention to its
objection to textbooks you in turn would assume personal respon-
sibility for the use of any public money for that purpose if you
failed to follow the suggestions of this committee?

Mr. DrTTER. That is true, isn’t t.Docta?
Dr. Batrov. Yes, sir; but may I this statement to that—that
if the wishes of this committee are madekmwntnminemnw—

tion with this appropriation bill which we are considering now I
shall comply with them.

Mr. Drrrer. My impression is, just as a passing interjection, that
this committee will likely make known its opinion with respect to
certain textbooks and certain magazines in the schools.

Now, Doctor, I was interested in yourotuervntlunahoutthemat—
ter of textbook selection. In the final analysis, you are the one who
either approves or disapproves of any textbook; isn’t that true?

Dr. BauLou. Yes.

Mr. DrtTER. As superintendent of schools the work of the high-
school principal or of a textbook commiitee is only a recommenda~
tion as to textbooks?

Dr. Barrov. That is right, sir.

Mr. Drrrer. In the discharge of your duty to the Dl.strict you may
either accept that recommendation or refuse to accept it

Dr. Baurou. Yes, sir.

Mr. Drrrer. And if you found as a result of endorsement and
recommendation that any textbooks had been selected in times past
to which criticism had been directed, it would be within your
province to remove from your textbook committee any of the
teachers who had heretofore made recommendations of undesirable
textbooks?

Dr. Barrov. Yes; it would be.

Mr. DrrTeR. That would be true, Doctor?

Dr. BarLou. Yes.

Mr. Drrrer. The matter of the selection of this textbook com-
mittee 15 a matter that falls within your province entirely. It is
not a matter of existing law, rule, or regulation?

Dr. Barrou. Not at all.

Mr. Drrrer. It is part of your administrative scheme for the
schools of the District. Isn't that true?

Dr. Barrou. That is right.

DR. BALLOU’S APPROVED COMMUNISTIC BOOK “‘MADE IN RUSSIA”

I challenge any patriotic Congressman or any patriotic
parent in Washington to give me any semblance of an excuse
why Dr. Ballou and his Board of Education have prescribed
communistic propaganda like the book Made in Russia for
the boys and girls of Washington to read. There is but one
reason why. To indoctrinate them! This book does not

~depict true conditions in Russia. If deliberately misrepre-

* sents conditions. It falsely pictures everything as beautiful
and enticing, when in fact they are ugly and repulsive. For
illustration, I quote a few passages from Made in Russia:

The younger generation, Russian boys and girls born in the 15
years since the revolution, are eager to ring in the new Russia.

A land covering one-sixth of all the earth, the richest nation in
the world in natural wealth, with gold, oil, platinum, coal, and iron
beneathltaaoﬁmmﬂmmplmmmmm

Russia added to the she copied something new, some-
thing original, something Russian: the factories, the dams, the
dynamos. and the machines are owned.

Whatever profits the American factory may earn belong to the
owner; the workers receive only their wages. In Russia the gov-
ernment owns all the factories, and the government gets all the
profits. The workers feel that they are the owners of the factory.
Russia declares that every source of wealth and profit belongs to
the state.

Lenin believed that only by a Tevolution could the cld problem
be solved, ideas from Karl Marx, and insisted that only
by revolution, in which the lower classes would rise and kill any
who opposed them, could the change be made, and took the name
“Communists.” Lenin came into power In November 1917, and
abolished private property. Wealthy were forced to flee, while
all they owned was taken from them.

The Soviet Government tries to raise the standard of all the
people together and believes that the factory working classes in all
other countries of the world should likewise, by revolution and
bloodshed, abolish prtw.te property and unite in one world-wide
Soviet Union.

Today it is the children of Russia who are the leaders. Life in
Russia today somewhat resembles life as it was lived on the fron-
tier of America 60 years ago.

In America you look forward, perhaps, to growing up to live as
your parents live. In Russia the boys and girls look forward to a
life totally different from that of their parents, without the pov-
erty and the ignorance.

Communists know that eventually the older people will die off,
and the Soviet has won the support of the new Russians. Even
with the smallest children the government begins its work. They
take pride in their factories. Crowds with bands and banners
turn out to welcome the first trainload of cozl or to greet a new
locomotive.

These boys and girls of new Russia are taught differently from
you in America. They are taught that our whole system of pri-
vate property, of individual wealth, is wrong. They are taught
that all nations will abolish private property some day. These new
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Russians will some day control their nation. l(nnymthethings
made in Russia. Nothing in all Russian is more

than these mew Russians “made” todayhthaumunutﬁoviat
Socialist Republies.

About the only true statement depicted in the book is the
following:

The govmmant fought and still nghﬁs religion. It teaches
that religion is ignorance. There can no sunday school or
religious instruction for children. Visits t.o sacred shrines, which

once every good Russian was supposed to make, are now forbidden
by law. Thus the revolution upset the entire church system.

HAS 35 COPIES OF “MADE IN RUSSIA"” IN LIBRARIES
Librarian Bowerman, answering my questions, writes:
I find that we have 35 coples of White’s Made in Russia, mostly
in children’s rooms, but including one in adult division of our
central lbrary and one branch.
Re your letter to librarian of our southeastern branch, the
mplytoyourinquﬁ-yxsrequlmdm through my office. I am,
therefore, inclosing a memarandumprepamdhymmburm_
Insamuch as the southeastern branch copy of Boy and Girl
Tramps of America, which had been sent to the bindery, had not
yet been rebound, it is being forwarded herewith.

The book by Minehan, Boy and Girl Tramps of America,
had been used so much its cover had about been worn off,
and when Judge Sullivan asked for it at southeastern, Miss
Osborn told him it was in the bindery to have new covers
put on it. I also inquired whether since we began our in-
vestigation in January any instructions had been issued
about this book and learmed that the librarian had taken
action about its use by children. From Miss Osborne’s re-
plies to my guestions I quote:

The information given by Judge Bullivan is entirely correct.

th grade.
advised by the librarian over the telephone to take
question off of the open shelves and to put it in a
restricted collection. This was in February 1936.

We have Made in Russia, and it Is being sent to you.

MINEHAN BOOK IS VILE, INDECENT, VULGAR, PROFANE, BLASPFHEMOUS,
AND DEGRADING

Just why the libraries accessible to Washington school
children were filled with such a vile book was beyond the
comprehension of our committee. We showed it to 50 of
the leading men in Congress. Without hesitation, they all
pronounced it degrading and terrible, and wholly unfit for
school children, and we made Dr. Ballou admit that it (espe-
cially pp. 39 and 154) is too indecent fo be read by men.
I will later show how the communistic magazine Scholastic,
which Dr. Ballou and his Board of Education, despite nu-
merous complaints and the demand of our subcommittee,
have refused to take out of the 175 Washington schools, de-
liberately guoted from this infamous book and advertised
it to school children, which made them read it until the
covers of one copy were worn off. Remember what Judge
Sullivan said: “It is a part of the plan of Communists to
break down morals and destroy sex morality.” Communists
could not have chosen a betfer book for such purpose. I
quote from page 742 of our hearings:

Mr, Brawron. Here is a book, European Civilization and Poli-
tics Since 1815, by Erik Achorn,

Since this so-called red rider that I understand you condemn
was passed, ard since the quesﬁon was raised here about teachers
not teaching communism in the schools forced this order from Dr.
Frank W. Ballou, superintendent of schools, Franklin Adminis-
tration Building, Thirteenth and K BStreets NW. Washington,
D. C,, dated December 18, 1935:

ORDER DISCONTINUING TUSBE OF EUROFPEAN CIVILIZATION AND POLITICS
“To the Board of Education of the District of Columbia.

“LAprEs AND GENTLEMEN: It has come to my attention through
Mr. George J. Jones, head of the department of history, that he
and President Higbie, of the Wilson Teachers College, as well as
Dr. Carr, professor of the social studies, are of the opinion that
Achorn's European Civilization and Politics may be construed as
too favorable toward communism.

*“On the basis of that information I have this day directed that
the use of this book be discontinued in the two teachers’ colleges.”

THE TEUE FACTS ABOUT RUSSIA, WHICH WASHINGITON CHILDREN ARE
NOT TAUGHT

Mrs. Elizabeth Dilling is one of our experts on Russia,
communism, and radicals in the United States. In her book
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The Red Network, copyrighted in 1934, with four editions
printed since then, she describes Russia as she found it.
She says:

Communism has made over for universal poverty. Unceasingly
great train loads of those resisting “collectivization™ travel the
rails to Biberia, we counting recently in 4 weeks' time 17 train-
loads, some 40 cars long, of such people. Men, women, and chil-
dren peered out through bars enroute to hard labor, prison camps,
or death in Siberia, now populated as never before with exiled
peasants who have spoken bitterly about or resisted the giving up
of their pigs, cows, or little homes or nearly all of their grain, or
have offended by upholding religion, and consequently are being
punished.

In Moscow I saw near hotels, during late night and early morn-
ing hours, the “wild"” or deserted children sleeping in doorways.
They are produced by conditions of low living and fostered by com-
munistic government destruction of faith in God, religion, and
morality. Lenin's wife said, “We have 7,000,000 deserted children
officially registered and 80,000 in asylums.”

Couples may simply live together or reglster quickly as married
or divorced by payment of a ruble. They can hardly support the
children of several successive unions.

A hospital we visited bragged of 40 abortions performed that
morning and a movie showed pictorially to a mixed audience the
old and new abortion methods and the benefits of the latter. As
the Fish report shows: “The most terrible kinds of vice are en-
couraged among the young school children in order to break down
their family influence."

My friends, Mr. and Mrs. George Cretors, tell of the openly free
sex relations between the 7T00 children between the ages of 11
and 17 in a children's institution, and of indecent practices taught
in the school by a Soviet officlal from Moscow. All the churches
have been converted into antireligious museums. Beautiful St.
Isaac’s Cathedral in Leningrad is now used as an atheist theater
as part of the new 5-year plan to close all houses of worship and
to eradicate even the thought of God from the minds of the
people by a militant anti-God campaign.

In one store buzzing flies fought over three cheese, priced at $4,
85, and 86 per pound. Three fish displayed were priced at $3.75
per pound, and a thin, fly-specked box of candy was priced at 85,
small individual pieces priced at 20 cents each. There was no
meat or ice (in August) in the store. Everything is strictly
rationed. Soap was $1.30 a bar and limited to two bars a month.
Black bread, dried herring, and cucumbers seemed to be the actual
purchases of the average buyer. Milk is sold at a speclal store
and only to those with certificates.

I saw no one working on buildings. I saw scaffoldings, but was
told that nobody had worked on them for 3 years.

Two of the three busses we rode in broke down. The streets
and roads were very much torn up and rutted, and cars were
trembling and unsure. On one trip a wheel came off and the axle
broke on another. I was told there were over T0 Rolls-Royces
then in use in Moscow as the private cars of Soviet officials. The
poor bundle-laden proletarian walks or hangs out of an over-
crowded street car. Dinginess, bad smells, and a sense of fear
pervaded everything.

The last manager of the Grand Hotel in Moscow with his wife
and children had been awakened at 3 o'clock in the morning by
the secret police and had not been heard of since. Letters are
opened and glued together before delivered. All dispatches by
foreign newspaper correspondents are censored before entering or
leaving Russia. Our ship was not allowed to use its radio while
within Russian waters.

Russians pay out about 30 percent of their earnings in taxes, such
as the privilege of reading newspapers, etc. All workers must
occasionally “voluntarily” give their whole month's wages to the
Government as a loan. Russians are forbidden to possess foreign
money. Guards, barbed wire, spies, and heavy penalties inflicted
on relatives left behind deter Russians from leaving Russia.

In our Moscow hotel were bed bugs and listless waiters. The
hotel elevator ran once in a while when not out of order. The
dingy-windowed empty stores which line the streets gave a dismal
iappﬁ;rance. The outcast peddlers were ragged and wretched
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Whnge I was in Moscow, factory workers who had long protested
bad working conditions decided to strike. At once soldiers and
machine guns surrounded the factory. The workers were given
15 minutes to decide whether to work or be blown to bits. They
worked.

When over 1,000 Communists rioted in front of the Chicago
school board’s offices, they bore a placard: “We want Soviet con-
ditions here.” Some misguided Americans, openly or covertly, are
echoing this sentiment. The universities seem to have joined the
gutter Communists in “going red.” No free-born American can
conceive of the Soviet despotic regulation of the smallest per-
sonal matters of conduct and conversation, nor understand the
haunting fear of the terrorist secret police.

WANT TRUE FACTS ABOUT RUSSIA TAUGHT

Every true American wants the real facts about Russia

taught. But they do not want untrue pictures and misrep-

resentations. It is the Communists who do not want the

true facts about Russia taught in the schools. They want
perverted misrepresentations.
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““THE SOCIAL FOUNDATIONS OF EDUCATION”

Although prepared by Dr. George S. Counts, in the prefacs
Chairman EKrey says that it is a part of the report of the
American Historical Association “Commission on the Social
Studies”; that “its plan was submitted to the executive com-
mittee of the commission (Dr. Ballou its secretary) for criti-
cisms and suggestions”; that “it was then approved by the
commission; and that “the commission has profited greatly
by Dr. Counts’ knowledge.”

On page 9 Dr. Counts acknowledges help from four pro-
fessors of Columbia University in writing, and said: “I am
greatly indebted to Dr. Charles A. Beard, who helped me plan
the book.” He said he was indebted also to Covici, Friede,
Inc., for use of its book by Polakov., As a heading on its fly-
leaf is: “Investigation of the Social Studies in the Schools”,
and upon the next page is:

Commission on direction: Frank W. Ballou, superintendent of
schools, Washington, D. C.; Charles A. Beard, formerly professor,
Columbla University; George S. Counts, professor, Teachers College,
Columbia University—

And the names of the other members of the commission.
WHAT DE. BALLOU'S PROFESSOR JONES BAYS ABOUT IT

Prof. George J. Jones, head of the department of social
studies, under Dr. Ballou in the Washington schools, with
Prof. Paul E. Lutz—another of Dr. Ballou’s professors—were
mentioned on page 154 of Conclusions and Recommenda-
tions as having rendered valuable services to the commission
during the 5 years Dr. Ballou served as its secretary. While
Prof. George J. Jones was testifying at our hearings I quoted
from the said George S. Counts’ The Social Foundations of
Education the following:

“The Federal Constitution, with its system of checks and
balances, represents a deep distrust of popular rule.

“Democracy provides the dominant spiritual note in the develop-
ment of the Nation and may be expected to guide both statesmen
and educators in the definition of the goals of their practical en-
deavors. That it is not to be identified with any special set of
institutions—economie, political, or social—is one of its merits.

“The application of the democratic ideal to the trend toward an
integrated society calls for a threefold course of action. The dis-
assoclation of democracy from its historical connections with the
individualistic economy of the past; the free and voluntary ac-
ceptance of the interdependent economy out of knowledge and un-
derstanding; and the organization and administration of the eco-
nomic mechanism in the interests of the masses of the people.”

Now I quote from page 555:

“The present volume, as well as the other reports of the commis-
sion, assumes from first to last that the public school may be ex-
pected to make a genuine and positive contribution to the solution
of the numerous social problems confronting the American people.”

Mr. Jones. Of course, with that I must absolutely disagree.

Mr, BLanTOoN. You disagree with that?

Mr. Jones. Oh, absolutely. That is not our function.

“WITH THAT” DB. BALLOU’'S PROFESSOR JONES “MUST ABSOLUTELY
DISAGREE”

Remember that this book, The Social Foundation of Edu-
cation, with which Professor Jones said he “must absolutely
disagree” was a part of the 5 years’ work of, and was ap-
proved by the commission, for which Dr. Ballou served 5
years as secretary, Dr. Ballou’s name being on its front page
as one of its sponsors. I quote further:

Mr. BLanTON. You are also aware, are you not, that this selfsame
George 8. Counts has written and published another book entitled
“Dare the School Build a New Social Order?”, in which he makes
plain that his use of the term “democracy” is contrary to everything
American, his assertions being:

“That the teachers should deliberately reach for power and then
make the most of their conquest is my firm conviction.”

That is from page 28.

Mr. Jones. I am absolutely opposed to that.

Mr. BLanTON. You do not agree with George Counts?

Mr, Jones. Absolutely, no.

Mr, BranTon. Still quoting:

“The conscious and deliberate achievement of democracy under
novel circumstances is the task of our generation.

“Democracy of course should not be identified with political
forms and functions—with the Federal Constitution, the popular
election of officials, or the practice of universal suffrage.”

Do you agree with that?

Mr. Jones. I do not.

Mr. BranTON. Continuing quoting:

“Finally be prepared as a last resort, in elther the defense or the
realization of this purpose, to follow the method of revolution.”

That is from pages 41 and 42.
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Mr. Joxes, That is terrible.

Mr. BrantoN. You don’t admit that as a school teacher?

Mr. Jones. Admit it? I would not use the word “admit.”

Mr. JornsoN., What word would you use?

Mr. BrantoN. You would say it was damnable, would you not?
Mr. Jownes. Absolutely.

DR. BALLOU'S PROFESSOR JONES SAYS “TERRIBLE” AND “DAMNABLE"

When Professor Jones denounces Dr. Count’s book as “ter-
rible” and as “damnable”, he is talking about a collaborator
of Dr. Ballou, with whom Dr. Ballou worked 5 years to bring
about “a new philosophy of education”, and it is, and it is
Dr. Ballou’s head of social studies who is doing the denounc-
ing. I quote further:

Mr. BranTtoN. You know, do you not, that this self-same George
8. Counts, who thus boldly advocates “the method of revolution”
to establish a new pretense of democracy without “popular elec-
tion of officials” or‘"t.hepractlmotumvemalsuﬂmga"mnotmly
one of the authors of the report of the commission on the social
studles, used to instruct Washington school teachers as to
"methods" but he is also the editor of a ma.ga.slna called The
Social Frontier, and upon the executive board of another maga-
zine called The Social Studies, both of which magazines have been
in use in the public schools of this District for a number of years.
That is so, is it not?

Mr. Jones. I believe that they are purchased for library use.

Mr. BranToN, They are purchased by Dr. Ballou, using the
money that we gave him and they are now in our school libraries,

Mr. BranTon. You know, do you not, Prof. Harold Rugg, of
Teachers’ College, Columbia University, who is social studies editor
of Scholastic, & national high school weekly magazine, and who
served on the special advisory committee on objectives of the
Commission on the Social Studies?

You know him, do you not?

Mr. JonEes. I know who he is. I do not know him personally.

Mr, BranToN. Your attention is invited to 4 of the Wash-
ington Public School Document No. 2, 1933, to which I referred
a moment ago, and which you have there, relating to course of
study in history and other social sciences, and listing,
approved periodicals, the magazine, Scholastic, by Harold Rugg.

Mr. JonEes. Yes.

Mr. BLaNTON. Please state how long this magazine, Scholastic,
has been in use in the Washington high schools for any purpose,
whether as a library or study magazine, or both, and for what
subjects as a study magazine, if so used.

Mr. JonEs. It has been used for some years.

Mr, BranTon, It is purchased by him and is in the school libra-
ries, is it not?

Mr. Jones. I think it is purchased by the students for class-
rooms’ use, in classes.

Mr. BranTtoN. Well, they would not do that unless they were
told to do it, would they?

Mr. Jones, They would not use it unless it is officially listed.

- Mr. BranToN. Your attention is invited to the following edi-
gmriglsaon page 1 of said magazine, Scholastic, issue of December

Mr, JonEs. I have read many coples of Scholastic,

Mr. BranTtoN. Then you would probably recognize this:

“Scholastic does not and will not attempt to indoctrinate its
readers with specific, unalterable beliefs. Nevertheless, its editors
have certain considered convictions as to soclety which they have
no apologies for presenting to students as powerfully as they can.”

Mr. BranTON. Do you agree with it?

Mr. Jones, I absolutely do not.

Mr. BuanToN. Their duty is to teach children how to think and
not what to think, is that right?

Mr, Jones. From what you told me, or from what you read there,
their policy is to indoctrinate,

Mr, BranToN. That is exactly what this means, does it not?

Mr. JonEes. That is indoctrination.

Mr, BLaNTON. Why, surely. In other words, he starts out by
t.ryl:gt :o get away from indoctrination and then espouses it, does

Mr. JonEs. He does.

Mr, BranTON. Whenever a teacher attempts to tell his students
:;powemﬂlyashecan.methmg.hemmtomdocmmte

em.

ll:r Joxnes. He is indoctrinating.

Mr. BLaNTON. Certainly.

Mr, JorwsoN. Does Dr. Ballou and this other person share in
that belief?

Mr. BranTON. Scholastic has been put in the libraries of the
Washington schools, has it not?

Mr. JoxEs. It is purchased by students.
i nig BranToN. If it teaches indoctrination, 1t is8 not wholesome,

Mr. JowEs. No, sir; it is not.

Mr, BranToN, And that expression of “presenting to students as
powerfully as they can” what they believe, that is indoctrination.

M.r Jones. Yes, sir.

BranToN. Are you acquainted with editorial on page 1 of

Scholastlc magazine, issue of December 17, 1932, stating:
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'rhenatia.nnlﬂowar says one headline writer, has become the

“The mood of disillusionment has indeed settled over the pres-
ent generation.

“A Journalist who traveled the country over and talked with
hundreds of ordinary, obscure men and women in all walks of
life came back with a profound impression that the American
people have no national faith."

Do you agree with that editorial?

Mr, Jones. I absolutely disagree.

Mr. BLanTON. It is your belief that the American people as a
whole do have a national faith?

Mr. Jownes. It is,

Mr. BLANTON. Are you acquainted with editorial note on page 7
of Scholastic Magazine, issue of November 10, 1934, using the
following language commendatory of the author of a recent book
featured in such issue:

“Here, in rigid logic, he examines such popular beliefs as ‘na-
tional honor’, patriotism ‘security’,—and exposes their childish-
ness and hypocrisy.”

Mr, Jones. I am not acquainted with it.

Mr. BranTOoN. But you do not agree with that?

Mr. Jones. I do not agree with it.

Mr. BranToN. You do not agree with it?

Mr. Jowes. No; it is terrible,

Mr, BranToN. There is such a thing as national honor that is not
childishness and hypocrisy?

Mr. Jones. Absolutely.

Mr., BLANTON. Thereismchathingaspatﬂot!smthatianat
childishness and , is there not

Mr. JonEs. Yes, sir.

Mr. BranToN. There is such a thing as national security that is
not childishness and hypocrisy?

Mr. Jones, Yes, sir,

Mr. BranToN, Are you acquainted with special article in Scholas-
tic Magazine, issue of November 9, 1935, in which, on page 12, it is
pointedly suggested that “the romantic appeal” is *“a tricky lie”,
and that “a dirty trick is being played” upon those who respond to
“some patriotic slogan”?

Mr. Jowes. I am not acquainted with it.

Mr. BranToN. You believe in people responding to patriotic
slogans, do you not?

Mr, Jones. Yes, sir.

Mr. BraNTON. You do not believe that “the romantic appeal” is
*“a tricky lie”, do you?

Mr. Jones. I do not.

Mr. BranTON. Do you claim any possible justifieation or excuse
for such plain, unpatriotic propaganda entering the public schools
of Washington?

Mr. Jones, Such articles as that, such ideas as that, should
not be carried to either teachers or pupils.

Mr. BranTon. It should not be inculcated either to teachers or
children?

Mr. Jowes. No, sir.

" Mr. BranTOoN. Are you acquainted with the succession of articles
in Scholastic, featuring Russian communism as elevnting' for in-
stance, in the issue of December 16, 1933, page 1

Msyapoomoymgmmmmmmmmumm
clation are helping to build a new social world.”

Do you agree with the idea of fostering such ideas as that in
our children?

Mr. Jones. I do not.

Mr, BranTon. I am giving you direct quotations. You will find
each one of these on the pages indicated. Now, I guote from
January 20, 1934, page 21: :

“But the Russian planners do not stop short with material
things. They promise to increase the number of students in their
country about 50 percent and reduce illiteracy by requiring every
child to attend school at least 7 years.”

From what you have heard of Russia, and the way they are
m the ordinary poor person there, do you believe that that

e

Mr. Jones. I do not. I read Asia for the first time about a month
Eg:.audltmmedlabelyrmmmenﬂedmtthemagambem
out.

Mr. BranToN. Out of the schools?

Mr, JonEs. Yes.

Mr. BranToN. That was a month ago?

Mr, Jowes. Something like that,

Mr, BranToN. And they took it out?

Mr. Jones. Well, if they did not, it is on its way out.

g:.m.mtmdommwtmummmnm
ye

Mr. Jones. I do not know.

Mr. BranToN. But you did recommend that it be taken out of the
schools?

Mr. Jowes. Yes, sir.

Mr. BranToN. And it has been in the schools until & month ago,
has it not?

!Ir. Jownes. I think so.

BranToN. But if we had not stopped mmuniam in the
nchoals you possibly would not have read it, is not that so?

Mr, JONES, Possibly.

Mr. BLANTON. ‘I'hatbroughtthembermyou.dldltnot?

Mr Jones. Possibly,

Mr. BranTON. Let me quote a little further. From the Issue of
October 8, 1934, page 12, they say:
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“The older transients, it is true, resist communism. They have
a mental hold-over of war psycholcgy, the antired drives of Palmer,
and a belief in the American success story. For boys and girls,
communism offers school, hope, and adventure.”

Did you know that that was in a magazine that was being used
by pupils in the schools here, and prescribed in their courses, and
kept in the school libraries?

Mr, Jones. I did not.

Mr. BrantoN. You do not agree with that doctrine, do you?

Mr. Jownes. I do not.

Mr. BranToN. Now I quote from the issue of January 4, 1936,
page 23. This is from Scholastic, where they expressly commend
the procommunistic book, I Write as I Please, by Walter Duranty,
as “dynamic, objective, and reliable about the Soviet experiment."”

Are you acquainted with that book? The title is “I Write as I
Please"”, by Walter Duranty.

Mr. Jones, No; I am not.

Mr. BranTton. Did you know that Scholastic, in this issue, ex-
pressly commends this procommunistic book?

Mr. JonEs. No; I did not know that.

Mr. BranTon. And says that it is dynamie, objective, and re-
liable?

You know, do you not, Professor Jones, that this Harold Rugg,
whom I mentioned a little while ago, who is social studies editor of
Scholastic, has written and published a book called The Great
Technology?

Mr. JonEes. I have heard of if.

Mr. BruanToN. In which he stated:

“Nothing about this story of degradation is clearer than that in
any of those decades a fairly decent standard of living could have
been had by the peoples of the expanding West. That it was
not and is not today can be traced primarily to the theory and
practice of government set up by our fathers."”

That is from page 95.

Did you know that he had given vent to that kind of expres-
sion?

Mr. JonEs. I did not.

Mr. BLANTON. Also from page 234 [reading]:

“School administrators and teachers should lead actively in the
formation of public opinion.”

Mr. JowEs. Of course, I disagree with that.

Mr. BLanToN. You disagree with that?

Mr. JoNEs. Oh, yes.

Mr. BLanTon, You disagree with a lot that has gone on in the
gchools here. Let me quote further from pages 269 and 260 of this
Harold Rugg's Great Technology:

“It is this which compels the formal, un salute to the
flag, and the mumbling of an oath of allegiance which means
absolutely nothing to the young people making it. It is this
which, in hundreds of communities compels teachers to sign oaths
of allegiance, and swear that they will protect the written Consti-
tution of the United States.”

Mr. BLanToN. Your attention is called to your Washington Public
Schools Document No. 2 of 1933, listing Changing Civilizations in
the Modern World by Harold Rugg as a textbook for slow-going
pupils, in the junior and senior high schools. During what period
of time has this textbook been so used?

Mr. Jowes. Oh, roughly, well, let's see, well, 1932, or 1933, up
until last June, when the course in which it was used, was dropped.

Mr. BranTon. It is since Dr. Ballou, George Counts, and Dr.
W. W. Charters have been engaged in this 5-year program, isn't it?

Mr. Jones. Yes; but Dr. Ballou had but a small part in bringing
that book into use.

Mr. BranToN. But, it was brought Into our schools with his
approval, and he is superintendent and draws a salary of $10,000
a year. 3

Mr, Jones. I had some part in bringing this book into use.

Mr. BrantoN. How many coples of the book were purchased that
you know of out of school funds?

Mr, Jones. Well, I have the record about that in my office, Mr.
Chairman,

Mr. BranToN. Quite a number of coples?

Mr. JonEs. Yes, sir; there were quite a number of coples. It
might run to about 500, 600, 700, or 800, something like that.

Mr, BranToN. Do you consider proper the treatment of Russlan
communism in said textbook, Changing Civilizations in the Modern
World, without any disclosure of its subversive nature and evil
consequences, conveying to students the idea that Russian com-
munism has raised the standard of living?

Mr. Joxes, I do not. There is a page that appears to favor
communism. I recommended in December that the book be taken
from the list. The textbook committee had its first meeting of
the school year last December.

Mr. BranToN. That is another one that has been taken from
the list, has it?

Mr. Jones. That book would have been taken from the list
an "

E?y.]on:ﬂson. Don't you think that gquestionable page would
have been sufficient to have eliminated the whole of it?

Mr. Jongs. Yes; I think so now. I did not think so at the time.

Mr. JornsoN. Don't you think it is just such things that are
dangerous, where they go along treating things beautifully and
then they slip?

Mr. JonEes. I do; yes. There is that er.

Mr. BranTON. That is the subversive part of it, isn't it?

Mr. JounsoN. Yes; that is what I mean. >

Mr, Jones. I fear so. There may be danger, Mr. Chairman,
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Mr. BraNToN. That 15 the insidious part of it, isn't 1t?

Mr. JonEs. Yes.

Mr. BrLanTON, Professor Jones, the ones that you call the slow-
going students, whom you had in mind when you put this book in,
the slow-t people furnish the most fertile field for the
mgctrgnanon of communism that you can find anywhere; isn't

50

Mr. Jones. It is probably frue; yes.

Mr. Branrton. That is the reason so many Negroes have been
communized, isn't 1t?

Mr. Jones. I think so; yes, sir.

Mr. BuanToN. They are taught to believe that they are not treated
properly and that they have not a proper chance or opportunity
?m:; ?that they are being imposed upon, and so forth; isn’t that the
ac

Mr. JonEs. Yes.

Mr. BranToN. This book which you have taken out did commend
communism, didn't it?

Mr, Jones. There is one page there that was rather bad. It
gtgnt appear to favor communism. An offsetting statement is

g

Mr. JoansoN, How long were these books in the schools before
you ordered them out? ;

Mr. Jones. Something like 3 years, I should judge.

Mr. BranTON, It was during this three-cornered, 5-year program
we have been talking about. 3

Your attention is invited, Professor Jones, to a textbook in the
high schools of Washington entitled “Modern History”, by Carl
Becker, approved by the Board of Education on recommendation of
Dr. Ballou.

Mr. Jowes. Yes.

Mr, BraNTON. For use commencing February 1, 1933. You re-
member that?

Mr. JonNEs. Yes.

Mr. BLanToN. How many copies of this textbook, including both
the 1933 and 1935 issues, have been purchased and used in the high
schools of Washington?

Mr. Jownes. Oh, it would agaln go into several hundred.

Mr. BranToN. Several hundred?

Mr. Jowes. S8ix hundred, seven hundred, eight hundred, or nine
hundred.

Mr. BuanToN. All of these books that we have mentioned have
been approved by Dr. Ballou?

Mr. Jones. Yes; and the Board of Education.

Mr. JornsoN. They are put on the eligible list and are per-
missible to the principals if they want them.

Mr. JonEs. Yes.

Mr. BraNTON. YOUu are aware, are you not, Professor Jones, that
this same Prof. Carl Becker has written and published a book called
The United States, an Experiment in Democracy; you are ac-
quainted with that book?

Mr. Jones. Yes; I have glanced through it.

Mr. Branton. In which he states that immigrants “describe
America as they have found it—a country dominated by capitalists,
a sordid bourgeois society without ideals, a land of ‘dollar-chasers’
where wealth controls the Government and exploits the people"—
quoting from page 234.

Did you know that he is indoctrinating that kind of ideas?

M:;'. JonEs. He states that immigrants describe America in that
WaY

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. Jowes. I did not know that he did.

Mr, BranToN. Do you agree with that?

Mr. JonEes. I have never spoken——

Mr. BranToN, Do you agree with that idea he is trying to put
before the people, before these slow-thinking students and slow-
going students? There are some slow-thinking teachers, aren't
there, as well as students? You have found them, haven't you?

Mr. JoNEs. Yes.

Mr. BuanToN. In every class you will find some slow thinkers and
slow-going students, won't you?

Mr, Jones. Yes.

Mr. BaNTON. In other words, he describes America to them; he
puts that suggestion to them that it is “a country dominated by
capitalists, a sordid society without ideals, a land of
‘tdollar-clixa.sers' where wealth controls the Government and exploits

he people.”

Mr. JonEs. I do not think that Carl Becker would describe
Americans in that way.

Mr. BranToN. He did do it.

Mr. JornsoN. But, he is using the immigrant, putting In thought
what he himself wants to convey to the people.

Mr. BLanTOoN. He wants to convey that thought to the people,
and he does convey it.

Mr. JounsoN. Yes; he is using the immigrant just as a vehicle
to convey the idea.

Mr. Jowes. I am not so certain of that.

Mr. BranToN. Do you agree with that kind of doctrine?

Mr. JornsoN. From immigrants or anybody else?

Mr. BranTON. From anybody.

Mr. Jones. I disagree with that doctrine.

Mr. JacoesEN. I belleve I can answer Mr. Becker’'s statement
there perhaps as well as anybody, being an immigrant myself, to
show how wrong he is. He himself is an anarchist, and he uses
the word * t" as a vehicle to voice his own argument. If
Lh!e were to ask the average Immigrant, he would find the statement

not true.
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You know, the immigrant coming to this country appreciates
it more than the average boy who is born here or raised here. My
boys and my grandsons do not appreciate the liberties of this coun-
try like I do. They grow up, and when they are 20 years old they say,
“Next year I begin to vote.” That is just a matter of fact, and
they become citizens, but the man or the boy that comes over from
some forelgn country who has got to swear allegiance fto the flag
remembers that forever after. He renounces his own fatherland,
his mother country, and he becomes a citizen and the oath of
citizenship is forever with him and he appreciates the country
perhaps as much, or more so, than a great many boys that are
born right here,

Mr. BraxToN. I am glad you made that statement.

You are aware, Professor Jones, are you not, that Prof. Carl
Becker has printed or published a later book, in 1932, entitled “The
Heavenly City of the Eighteenth Century Philosophers”, lauding
Marxist communism as a “new religion"”, on page 161, respecting
which he says: “The duty of common men is to adjust themselves.”
That is on page 162—and adding the following enthusiastic asser-
tion or declaration:

“And now, in our day, the first act in the social revolution, ac-
companied and sustained by the Communist faith, has just been
staged in Russia.”

That is on page 163. Did you know that he had written that
book?

Mr. Jones. I have glanced through the book.

Mr. BLanTOoN. You are, of course, familiar with what 1s sald re-
specting Marxist communism and Soviet Russia in Carl Becker's
textbook Modern History, still in use in the Washington high
schools, the laudation of Marxist communism, commencing on page
534, and Soviet Russia being featured, commencing on page 790, as
having become “every year more popular”, page T99, following &
laudation of Lenin as a great leader “in the crusade for human
freedom”, page T91.

You are also necessarily aware that sald textbook makes no dis-
closure of the subversive nature of the Soviet Government di-
rected our own Government through the Third Interna-
tionale and substitute for an explanation of the enslaving features
of Russian communism & misdescription of Russian communism as
something elevating and popular.

STATEMENT OF MES. HENRY GRATTAN DOYLE, PRESIDENT,
EDUCATION

Mr. BLaNTON. Now, let me ask how many members of the Board
of Education are here?

Mrs. DoyLE. Three, Mr. Chairman; Mr. Quinn, Dr. Maurer, and
myself.

Mr. BranToN. During the 8 years you have been on the board,
has Dr. Ballou, the superintendent of schools, ever recommended
the adoption of any textbooks that the board has refused to adopt?

Mrs. DoyLE. I think not. 3

Mr. BranToN. During that 8 years has Dr. Ballou ever recom-
mended any collateral reading books for the schools on which you
have turned him down?

Mrs. Dovre. I think not. i

Mr. BrantoN. During that 8 years has Dr. Ballou ever made any
reading matter for any of the libraries in the

him down?

Mrs. DoyiE. Not that I recall,

Mr. BrantoN. You do not recall any time when you refused to
follow his recommendation?

Mrs. DoyLE. No.

Mr. BranTon. Now, in one of those Scholastic magazines—you
will find it in the hearings—it eulogizes very highly a book called
Boy and Girl Tramps of America, by Thomas Minehan, which today,
after his attention was called to it, Dr. Ballou himself characterizes
as one of the most vulgar, vile, indecent, and disreputable books
that anyone could ever find printed anywhere, and I think Dr.
Ballou here will with me in that characterization.

Is your Board of Education looking into these complaints?

Mrs. DovLE. Those that we get, every one of them; yes. We do
not get all of these, you know.

Mr. BuanToN. This book, Boy and Girl Tramps of America, quoted
from and highly recommended by Scholastic, is too disreputable for
any woman to ever look at; but if you would get some member of
your family, some man in your family, to get it and read it, he will
tell you that it is one of the vilest pieces of literature ever printed,
that ought not to be allowed to be sold in the stores,

Mrs. DoyrLE. Then I won't inflict that even on the men members
of my family.

DR. BALLOU AND BOARD OF EDUCATION LAUGHED AT AND IGNORED ALL
COMPLAINTS

Mr., Branton. You have approximately how many different
schools in Washington under you that belong to the public-school
system of the District of Columbia?

Dr. BaLLou. About 175.

Mr. Branton. Different ones of our schools scattered all over
the District of Columbia?

Dr, Barrov. Yes, sir.

Mr. BranToN. You have been superintendent how long, Doctor?

Dr. Barrovu. Since July 1, 1920.

Mr. BraNTON. It appears that within a short time after you be-
came superintendent of schools, you recommended, and the Board
of Education approved as a textbook in the public schools, a book
entitled, “American History”, by David 8. Muzzey. Is it still a
textbook?

Dr. Barrow. Yes, sir.

Mr. BruanToN. In the schools?
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Dr. Barrov. Yes, sir; still in use. And I would like to add for
the information of the committee that an assault was made on
it in this city as was made on it in other cities.

A long was conducted one evening by a committee of
the Board of Education that went thoroughly into the merits and
demerits of the charges against that book, and presented an ex-
tended printed report which was approved by the Board of Edu-
cation continuing the book in use in the city.

Mr. BLaNTON. Do you recall that there was much protest against
the further use of said book, American History, by Muzzey, 1920
edition, such protests including the Constitutional Review of July
1922; the Official Bulletin of the National Society of the Sons of -
the American Revolution of October 1922 (p. 29); Judge Wallace
McCamant, past president general of the Sons of the American
Revolution and an ex-justice of the Supreme Court of Oregon;
the Piney Branch Citizens' Association of the District of Columbia;
and the Brightwood Citizens' Association, also of this District;
Judge McCamant declaring that Muzzey “has no abiding convic-
tion in American fundamentals; no enthusiastic veneration for
the great men who founded the Republic”; that he (Muzzey) “is
& near socialist”, “unfair”, and “a political ", and that his
history is “utterly unfit for school use”; and the Official Bulletin
of the National SBociety of the Sons of the American Revolution
declared [reading]:

“When we stop to contemplate the effect of such a book upon
the young minds of our country, it makes the blood boil.”

Did you know that?

Dr. Barrou. Well, I am not aware of all the assertions in that
statement.

Mr. BLaNTON. Are you aware of any of them?

Dr. BaLLovu, Yes, sir; because I think that all of the things that
I am aware of would appear in the testimony before the Board
of Education, when they conducted a hearing on Muszzey's History
and filed a report with the Board, which the Board adopted. It °
is apparent from the fact that the committee of the Board that
listened to that testimony was not impressed by it, and therefore
did not agree with it.

Mr. BranToN. And hundreds of such textbooks are now on hand
in the Washington schools?

Dr. Barrovu, I think so; yes, sir.

COMMITTEE HAD TO USE CORKSCREW TO GET ANSWERS OUT OF DE. BALLOU

Mr. BLANTON. Are you aware that Dr. W. W. Charters rendered
assistance to the Commission on the Social Studies of the Ameri-
can Historical Association, for which commission you were secre-
tary for 5 years, and which “conclusions” were prepared by Dr.
Counts and Dr. Beard, and the commission's gratitude in such
connection is expressed on page 160 of said commission’s Conclu-
sions and Recommendations?

Dr. Baurou. Well, yes; if it so states in the volume; but I would
say further, if you asked me that outside of this connection; I
should not know whether it was true or not. I do not know spe-
cifically what his participation in the work of that commission
Was

Mr, BranToN. Well, it does mention it on page 150, “Prof. W. W.
Charters.” Look at that volume, please [handing book to Dr.
Ballou]. Does it not?

Dr. Barrov. Yes, sir. I am not denying that it says so. I am
only asserting that I am not aware of the particular work he did
for that commission.

Mr. BranToN. I refer you to page 152, where it says that A, C.
Erey and Frank W. Ballou served as chairman and secretary, re-
spectively, of the commission throughout the 5-year period.

Dr, Barrov. I served as secretary.

Mr, BranToN. You served as secretary throughout the period?

Dr. Barrov, Yes, sir; 5 years.

Mr, BrantoN. There was a 5-year period in this course?

Dr. Barrou. There was a 5-year period of investigation.

Mr. BranToN. When did that begin, Doctor?

Dr. Barrou. I do not remember. That volume would probably
tell you.
Mr, BuanToN. It ended in December 1933, did it not?

Dr. Barrovu. I cannot answer that.

Mr, Branton. It ended before we ever appropriated any money
for character education?

Dr. Barrou. I could not answer that question.

TWO DIFFERENT 5-YEAR PROGRAMS HAPPENED TO COINCIDE

Mr. BranToN. Dr. Charters said you and your corps of teachers
had a 5-year program preceding October 1934, That commission
did have a 5-year program, which ended December 1933, didn't it?

Dr. Barrovu. Yes; it had a 5-year program, and it happens per-
haps, to be during the same period of time, but I would say that
there is no more relationship between the work of that commis-
sion and the committee on character training in the Washington
schools than there was between that commission and the proceed-
ings in the Congress of the United States.

Mr. BranToN. But, coincidentally, even though there might not
have been any relationship between them there was a 5-year period
during which you and this commission worked and also a 5-year
period during which you and your corps of teachers in the Wash-
mfﬁg.nmls worked, and it happened to be the same 5 years,

Dr. Barrou, Approximately, I think so.

Mr. BrLaNTON. Approximately? That is close enough.

Dr. Barrov. Yes; approximately, but so far as I know there was
no relationship whatéever between the two. Besldes, the character
education program was proposed to us. We did not originate the
proposal, It was proposed to us.
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DR. BALLOU LETS CAT OUT OF BAG

Note that inadvertently, or otherwise, Dr, Ballou on cross-
examination exclaimed, “We did not originate character
education. It was proposed to us.” Why, certainly! That
was the object of that $300,000 5-year “commission” of Dr.
Charles A. Beard and Dr. George S. Counts (whom Dr. Bal-
lou says are “radicals”), and for whom Dr. Ballou served
as their secretary for 5 years, which ended in December
1933, and Dr. Ballou’s character education began July 1,
1934.

And isn’t it strange and unthinkable that all three of the
experts to place in charge of “character education” here se-
lected by Dr. Ballou and the Board of Education should be
radicals? Dr. W. W. Charters and Dr. Charles R. Mann
are in “the red network of radicals” and shown there to
be connected with the Moscow University in Russia, and
Dr. Charters and Dr. Ben D. Wood are found in Dr. Beard’s
Conclusions and Recommendations, as having rendered help
to the commission in writing that “red” book.

BALLOU ADMITS COUNTS AND BEARD WROTE “CONCLUSIONS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS"

Dr. Ballou contended that the book, Conclusions and Rec-
ommendations, published in 1934, was the result of 5 years’
work of the Commission on the Social Studies, for which he
was secretary, and which began its work January 1929 and

_ended in December 1933, and that Dr. George S. Counts and
Dr. Charles A. Beard wrote this book, and because it was
communistic he refused to sign it. I quote further from his
testimony:

Mr. BranToN. And yet, for 5 years, as secretary, you collaborated
with him on this co on.

Dr. Barrou. I did not have anything to do with the selection of
the commission. I refused to sign the report which was written by
Dr. Beard and Dr. Counts. I refused to sign it primarily just be-
cause of such statements as you are reading to me, with which I
did not agree, as to his philosophy of history.

Mr. BranToN. And yet you permitted your name to be published
as secretary of the commission which he was serving?

Dr. Barrovu. Yes; I was a member of the commission, and I was
also elected its secretary, and served for a period of 5 years.

Mr, BranToN. You are aware, are you not, Dr. Ballou, that in
the bulletin, Teacher Training in Service, issued by your head of the
department of history of the Washington high schools, Professor
Jones, your teachers have been told that every teacher's profes-
sional library should include the said final volume of report of
Commission on the Social Studies entitled “Conclusions and Rec-
ommendations”, which you say was prepared by Dr. Counts and Dr.
Beard, instruction to that effect appearing at the top of page 3 of
said bulletin?

Dr. Barrovu. I, myself, think it is desirable for the teachers to have
that volume and to see what is in it. I think every teacher should
keep herself familiar with the trends in history teaching.

Mr. JounsoN. Have you pointed out to your teaching force those
statements you believe in and those you do not agree with?

Dr. Batrou. No, sir; I have not.

Mr. JorNsoN. How could they dist between those you
agree with and those with which you do not agree?

Dr. Barrou. As a matter of fact, I do not think that is important
from the standpoint of the outside literature which they read in
ge Bn:;(ll_do:[ history, particularly disagreements between myself and

Mr. BranTton. Doctor, from the first page to the last page in
that volume, which it is recommended that your teachers should
have in their professional library, there is not one single line that
would indicate to any teacher reading it the things that you dis-
agreed with in that volume?

Dr. Barrou. No: not at all.

Mr. BranToN, Not at all?

Dr. Barrou. Not at all; no, sir. Neither is the commission
responsible for what Dr. Beard said in that volume.

Mr. BranToN. Nevertheless, all but four signed it. You are
acquainted, are you not, with the following assertions on page 37
of your sald commission’s book, Conclusions and Recommen-
dations:

“If education continues to emphasize the philosophy of indi-
vidualism in economy, it will increase the accompanying social
tensions, If it organizes a program in terms of a philosophy
which harmonizes with the facts of a closely integrated society, it
will ease the strains of the transition taking place in actuality.
The making of choices cannot be avoided, for inaction in educa-
tion is a form of action.”

Dr. Batrou, That is what I referred to a moment ago where
doing nothing sometimes determines a course of procedure.

Mr. BuaNToN. Do you agree with that?

Dr, Baurov. I do not agree with the point of view expressed in
this volume to which you refer.

Mr. BranTON. Let me make this observation, Doctor: That book,
Conclusions and Recommendations, was the summation of all of
the work that you had done in 5 years, wasn't it, on that commis-
sion? That final volume was a summation of it?
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Dr. Barrou. No, sir, I will say that was Mr. Beard's and Mr.
Counts’ summation.

Mr. BranToN. You said awhile ago that the final conclusion or
final volume was to be the main volume, didn’t you?

Dr. BarrLovu. Yes, sir.

Mr. BLANTON. And that all of the others were unimportant. It
was the final volume that was important.

Dr. Bawrou. No; I did not say they were unimportant. I said
that the commission itself assumed no responsibility for them.

Mr. BranTton, Yes; but you said the final volume was to be the
commission’s conclusions.

Dr. Barrou. What I did say was that this final volume was to
be the volume of conclusions for which the commission was
responsible.

Mr. BranTtoN. I would like fo preface my question with the
statement that 1 deem you one of the smartest and brightest men
that I have ever seen in school life. Being that, Doctor, you
knew that if you ever signed this report along with Counts and
Beard and subscribed to the statements that they put down there
in black and white, you knew that it would be impossible for you
to continue holding your position, as superintendent of the Wash-
ington schools, didn't you?

tI;rl:l Bavrovu. No; I did not consider my position in the matter
a .

Mr. BranTON. You realized that, didn’t you, Doctor?

Dr. Barrovu. No, sir; I do not think that is a fair statement for
you to make.

Mr. BLanToN. If you were to subscribe to the principles enun-
clated by Beard and Counts and others in that summation and
final report, did you think that the Washington people would have
continued you in your position?

Dr. Barrou, I cannot answer that. That was not the reason I
did not sign.

Mr, BranTOoN. If you had thought so—

m?r. Barrou (interposing). I did not know whether they would or
Mr, ?Bum-on (continuing). You would not have agreed, of
course

Dr. Barrovu. I do not think any one act of any individual, unless
it be murder or something of that sort, is likely to condemn him
forever, either as a citizen or as an educational man.

Al . Treason is almost as bad as murder, though, Doctor,

Dr. Barrou. It is, sir; there is no question about that.

DR. BALLOU PREFERRED NOT TO DISSENT
AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION,
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1936.
Mr, Winriam A. DUVALL,
Clerk, Subcommittiee on Appropriations for the
District of Columbia, House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: I refer to your letter of February 13 about the volume,
Conclusions and Recommendations, which forms a part of the
report of the Commission on the Social Studies of the American
Historical Association. You ask me to furnish you with any
communication which Dr. Frank W. Ballou may have sent in-
dicating his reasons for refusing to sign these conclusions and
recommendations of the commission. Dr. Ballou was invited to
state his reasons for dissent and facilities were offered to him
for printing his dissenting opinion as an appendix to the book
in question. He preferred not to do so.
Yours very truly, Co Reap,
Instead of saying over his signature, where Counts, Beard,
and others signed their names to said book: Conclusions
and Recommendations “I dissent”, or “I cannot sign this
book”, or “It is too communistic”, to let all readers there-
after know that he did not approve of the book printed by
his “commission”, which was the product of its 5 years’ work,
and had cost $300,000, and for which commission Dr. Bal-
lou had served as its secretary for 5 years, Dr. Ballou pre-
ferred to be silent, say nothing, have his name printed on
its front page, at the top of the list of sponsors, and then
have it placed in his Washington schools as a textbook. No

wonder Congressman DiTTer spoke of treason.

DR. BALLOU'S TESTIMONY

Mr. JornsoN. You had been paid all of your expenses to all of
the meetings prior thereto by the Historical Association?

Dr. Batrou, Yes, sir; out of this appropriation for the purpose.

Mr. JounsoN. Yes.

Mr, BrantoN. We find out now, Doctor, that the life of your
commission expired in December 1933, before this volume was
printed, which was in 1934 following it.

Dr. BaLLou. The commission expired in 1933.

Mr. BranTon., This was printed in 1934, this volume Conclusions
and Recommendations, and your commission expired before those
conclusions were printed.

Dr. Barrou. Yes; I think it did; yes, sir.

Mr. BranTon. So that it would be December 1933,

Dr. Barrovu. Yes, sir.

Mr, BranToN. Doctor, you are acquainted, are you not, with the
assertion on page 83 of this book, Conclusions and Recommenda-
tions [reading]:
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*“In icular he, the teacher, will endeavor to acquaint the
pupil with diverse ideas and points of view and cultivate in him
a reasoned skepticism regarding the claims advanced in support of
any social doctrine or program.”

Dr. BaLLou. That is fraught with a lot of possibilities and inter-
pretations, I should say.

Mr. BrantoN. Doctor, please refer fc your school bulletin, The
Past and the Present, on page 3, lines 18 and 26, issued by the
henddthedepartmmtorhistorymthawmmgtonmghschools,
Professor Jones, wherein it is stated [reading]:

“The present wide-spread democratic order, of which we are a
part, is only the third great attempt at sharing government with
the people that the world has ever seen. No doubt this democratic
order seems to you permanent now and destined to last for all
times; but one thing you will learn from studying history is that
that view is not a sound one. Democracy may last forever, and
it may not. Rome lasted as a republic much longer than the
United States has been a republic. This fact may help you to see
the Roman failure at self-government in truer perspective

ThislsquotedtromuanaAchievemanttomAgeothﬁm by
Edwin W. Pahlow, of Ohio State University.

Is this statement in said bulletin intended to create a skepticlsm
regarding our Government, in obedience to A Charter for the
Social Science, page last quoted?

Dr. Barrou. I do not think so, sir.

Mr. BranToN. You are acquainted, are you not, with the asser-
tion on page 133 of said book, Conclusions and Recommendations,
published by your commission, that the individual teacher of
social science instruction shou].d be protected against the assaults
of “ignorant majorities"?

Dr. Barrou. Yes; I think they should be protected against the
assault of anybody I do not know what that statement means.

Mr. BranToN. Does it mean that if the majority of the people of
Washington wanted their children to be safe from communism
here in the Washington schools that you ought to have protection
from them?

Dr. Barrovu. Not at all.

Mr. BranToN, What is meant by “the assault of Ignorant
majorities”?

Dr. Barrovu. I do not know. You will have to ask the writer.

Mr. BranTtoN. Doctor, you are acquainted, are you not, with the
following statement on page 142 of said book of your
Conclusions and Recommendations [reading]:

“In the steadily integrating social order of the present and
future, if education is to be given competent and relevant direc-
tion, the emphasis in the professional education of the administra-
tor must be laid again on social science, social philosophy, and
statecraft.”

Dr. Barrou, Who is the author of that statement?

Mr. BranTON. That appears in Conclusions and Recommenda-
tions, at page 142,

Dr. BaLrou. Of course, I will admit I am familiar with every
pmgrnph in the book. I have read it many times.

BranToN. But that is a statement that you do not agree
wit.h? You can read it over. There is the paragraph.

Dr. Barrovu. No; I could not accept that.

Mr. BraNTON. You do not accept that, do you?

Dr. Barrou. No, sir.

Mr. BranToN. Is it not also true, Doctor, that on June 5, 1935,
on the recommendation of yourself, the Board of Education ap-
proved a revised course in history and other social studles, and
that on the last page of such approved document, School Docu-
ment No. 1, 1936, the following appears as one of the approved

courses under heading [reading]:

“General Reference Readings on Methods for Teachers; Report of
the Commission on the Social Studies; American Historical
Association.”

Dr. Barrou. Yes, sir; I expect it is there.

Mr.;!oaxson. Then you did put this in as one of your approved

Dr. BaLLou. We put that in the list of books that would be of
benefit to the teachers.

Mr. Drrrer. Is it still there?

Dr. Barrou. Yes; I expect it is still there.

Mr. BranTon. Doctor, you recall, do you not, writing Mrs, E, N.
Dingley. on February 11, 1935, that [reading]:

“The commission on the social studies of the American Historical
Association, of which I was a member and which devoted 5 years to
the study of this subject, was unanimously of the opinion that
our study of history should Increasingly have to do with the his-
tory of modern times as compared with the former emphasis on
history of ancient times and should deal impartially and dispas-
sionately with some of the current problems of economics and
sociology. The commission that in un to do
this it might be criticiud for the way in wh.tch it dealt with the
problems of capitalism, labor, and many patriotic subjects.”

Dr. Barrovu. 1 that.

Mr. BrantoN. You did write that?

Dr. Barrou. Yes.

SCHOOL GIERL ASEED TO WRITE ESSEAY ON SORDID BEX STORY
. On page 571, hearings, you will find complaint made by
Thomas W. Brahany on December 20, 1932, that his high-
school daughter was required to write a summary of A
Proudful Fellow, published in Scholastic on December 17,
1920, as a part of her English work, and that it was a
“sordid sex story of negro life” wholly unsuitable for girls,
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On February 7, 1932, Dr. Ballou replied:

I share with you the feeling that I should prefer not to have
high-school pupils read this story. * ¢ I think it unworthy
to be carried in a journal of lnt.emst to high-school students.

Yet Dr. Ballou refused to remove Scholastic from the
schools, and has several times defended it and its editor,
his friend and collaborator, Dr. Harold Rugg (In Red Net-
work), editing the social-studies column in Scholastic.

SORDID SEX STORY OF LOW CHINESE LIFE

On pages 572-573, hearings, you will find Dr. E. M. Elli-
son's complaint (Jan. 15, 1933), was required to read The
Good Earth, stating:

It is a sordid story of low sex life of Chinese peasantry. I defy
any teacher to prove to any thoughtful parent what benefit a
girl 15 years old can derive from reading such stuff.

On February 7, 1933, Dr. Ballou filled Dr. Ellison’s heart
with satisfaction by writing that his investigation showed
a desire on the part of teachers to require no reading of
pupils to which any parent might make objection, No
proper parent would want a 15-year-old daughter to read
this sordid, vulgar, sex story of low, depraved Chinese.

Dr. Barrou. I think the answer to your question In regard to
this particular matter is this, that we undertake to select possible
outside reading for them.

Mr. Branton. But the book The Good Earth is listed as one
of your books?

Dr. BarLou. It was listed?

Mr. BuanToN, Is it listed?

Dr. Barrovu. 1 don't know whether it is or not now.

Mr. BranToN. He says it has a lot of vulgar stuff in it that
nobody ought to read.

Dr. Barrou. That no child ought to read; I agree with him.

Mr. BraNToN. As far as you know, that book is still listed by
the schools?

Dr. Barrovu. 1 do not know whether it is still listed or not. -

I read the article that Mr. Brahany referred to, and I do not see
why anyone would include it in such a magazine. The editor of
Scholastic thought it was all right, but I differed with him on that.

Mr. BranToN. And you would not have put it in there?

Dr. Barrou. No, sir; I would not have put it in that magazine.

Mr. BranToN. Doctor, are you aware that this Dr. George B.
Counts has written and published another book entitled “Dare the
School Build a New Social Order?”, in which he makes plain that
his use of the term “democracy” is contrary to eve Amer-
ican, his assertions be! I quote from page 28 of his book—

“That the teachers should deliberately reach for power and then
make the most of their conquest is my firm conviction.”

I now quote the following from page 40:

“The conscious and deliberate achievement of democracy under
novel circumstances is the task of our tion.

“Democracy, of course, should not be identified with political
forms and functions—with the Federal Constitution, the popular
election of officials, or the practice of universal suffrage.”

Mr. BranTon. On pages 41 and 42 I quote the following from Dr,
Counts' book:

“Finally, be determined as a last resort, in either the defense or
the realization of this purpose, to follow the method of revolution.”

Mr. BranTON. Of course, you do not agree with that kind of
doctrine?

Dr. Barrouw. No, sir; I do not agree even with the title of that
pamphlet. I do not think it is a question of daring to do it. I do
not think it is wise or proper for the educational profession to
undertake to do it.

Mr. BranTOoN. From page 10 I quote this:

“Mr. Lunacharsky, commissar of education in the Russian Re-
public until 1929, assured me on one occasion that the Soviet edu-
cational leaders do not believe in the indoctrination of children
in the ideas and principles of communism. When I asked him
whether their children become good Communists while attending
the schools, he replied that a great majority do. On seeking from
him an explanation of this remarkable phenomenon he said that
Soviet teachers merely tell their children the truth about human
history. As a consequence, so he asserted, practically all of the
more mf.elllgunt boys and girls adopt the philosophy of com-

In other words, he asserts that to make them Communists it is
not necessary to indoctrinate them, but merely let the teachers
teach factual history and they become Communists.

Dr. Barrovu. I do not believe that is so.

Mr. BranToN. You do not agree with him on that?

Dr. BaLrovu. No, sir; I do not agree with him on that.

Mr. JoExnsoN. And for 6 long years you were secretary of this
set-up? Could you not see, when you were sitting around the
table with these gentlemen, what was behind this whole thing?

Dr. Banrou. No, sir; and I do not think anybody else saw what
was behind it; and I do not know what was behind if.

FENCING AND FUTILE DENIALS BY DR. BALLOU

I want any colleague who can to explain why Dr. Ballou
was pefulant and refused to answer perfinent questions and
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tried to conceal facts, when he did not think they were
known to the committee,

" Mr. BraNTOoN. All of the radical views that are expressed in it
now were in it in Chicago, when you met there?

Dr. Barrou. I do not think so.

Mr. BLaNTON, Can you tell us of one of them that was not in it?

Dr. Barrou. I do not know what radical views you refer to.

Mr. BranToN, I am talking about the views such as that teachers
should resort even to revolution to carry out their ideals.

Dr. Barrovu. I do not know where you find in that volume any
such statement as that.

Mr. BuanToN. Inferentially it is in there.

Dr. Bairou. Mr. Blanton, you must not put the information
that you get from this book of Counts’ over into this volume,
which is the Summary of Conclusions and Recommendations. I do
not think that statement about revolution is to be found in that
volume of the Summary of Conclusions and Recommendations.

Mr. BranTtoN. Doctor, I think that your statement evidences
the fact that I have given these volumes more careful, delibera-
tive study than you have, probably.

* Dr. Batrou. I do not know what volumes you are referring to.
I am talking about this final Conclusions and Recommendations.

Mr. BranTON. Dr. George 8. Counts in his book, Dare the School
Build a New Social Order, on page 41, said, as follows:

“Finally be prepared as a last resort, in either the defense or
the realization of this purpose, to follow the method of revolu-

Now, Doctor, there 18 a subversive magazine called The Social
Frontier edited by George 8. Counts, and a magazine called, The
Social Studies, used by the teachers here, that have been pre-
scribed in the schools for a number of years here in Washington.

Dr. Bartrov. Is that so?

Mr. BranToN. Well, isn't that so?

Dr. Barrov. I do not think so.

Mr. BLaNTON. Are not those magazines used in your schools?

Dr. Barrovu. I do not think so

Mr. BranToN, Well, are they?
they are or not.

Dr. Barrtou, Well, I will, if you will give me the opportunity.

- Mr. BranToN. It is reported to me that they are. I am asking
you if that 1s so.

Dr. Barrou. What are the titles?

Mr, BLanToN. The Social Frontier is the first I mentioned.

Dr, Batrou. The Social Frontler is a magazine found in one of
the teachers' colleges, in the library.

Mr. BranToN. In Washington?

Dr. BarrLovu. Yes, sir,

Mr. BranTON. Then you were mistaken, Doctor, when you im-
pulsively sald that it was not in the schools here.

Dr. Barrow. It js in that school.

Mr. BLanToN. Then you were mistaken, were you not?

Dr, Barrou. Just a moment. I find that it is used by the teach-
ers in one of the junior high schools also.

Mr. BuaNTON. Then you were mistaken, and it is in those schools
and is accessible to the teachers here?

_ Dr, Barrou. Yes, sir,

Mr. BranToN. How about the Social Studies?

Dr, Barrou, Who publishes the Social Studies?

Mr. BrantoN. The American Historical Association, for whose
commission you were secretary for 5 years. I am assured on reliable
authority that it is one of the magazines that is in the Washington
school libraries, and it is the one which in his bulletin, Teacher
Tralning and Service, page 2, your Professor Jones specially recom-
mends it to teachers.

Dr. Barrou. I do not doubt that they have access to it, anyway,
whether it is in the schools or not.

Mr. BrantoN. What information have you got there about the

Social Studies?

Dr. Bavrou. That is what I am looking for, sir. I do not find
the name “Social Studies” at all.

Mr, BraNTON. I see you were mistaken again, as the magazine
Social Studies is one of your approved magazines.

No magazine can be prescribed for the Washington schools
unless you finally authorize it, is not that so?

Dr. Barrou. That is to be the policy in the future, but that has
not been the policy in the past.

Mr. BranToN. Doctor, you are responsible for what your assistant
does, are you not?

Dr. BaLrou, Yes, sir.

Mr. BraNToN, And you assume responsibility?

Dr. Barrovu. Yes, sir.

Mr. BranTON. Before any list of magazines goes to the finance
office, they go through your assistant, do they not?

Dr. Barrou. Yes.

Mr. Branton. That is good.

Dr. Barrou. That is exactly what I stated a moment ago, and
now I would like to continue this matter. You asked me for this
information, and I should like to furnish it now.

Mr, BranToN. I did not ask you for a long treatise, I asked you
to give this committee a list of the magazines that have been
prescribed in the schools. I asked you to give this committee a
list of magazines that have been authorized to be purchased in the
schools. I asked you to give me a list of magazines that have
been purchased by students through regular subscription, under
recommendation from the teachers. I asked you fo give us a list
of the magazines that have been eliminated from the schools and
the date they were eliminated.

T wish you would tell me whether
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That is plain, and if you can conform to that request, why, we
are ready to proceed. But we want to conduct our investigation in
our own way, and later we will hear you on other matters.

Now, this magazine, the Social Frontier, that is in your schools—
and you finally admitted that it is—did you know that George S.
Counts is the editor of that magazine?

Dr.. BaLLou. Yes, sir. I am familiar with that magazine. It
comes to my desk every month.

Mr. BLanTON. And yet, not believing in George S. Counts’ phi-
losophy, you place his Social Frontier magazine, of which he is
editor, in the schools.

Dr. Barrovu. I have not placed it in the schools.

Mr. BranToN. But it is in the schools.

Dr. Barrou. It has been in the schools.

Mr. BLaNTON. And is now?

Dr. Barrou. No. No magazines are being ordered since the 1st
of January.

Mr. BranToN, It has not been eliminated; it has not been taken
out. You have just ordered no new ones.

Dr. Barrou. All distribution of magazines is held up.

Mr. Branton. I could go up to that Wilson Teachers College
right now and get that magazine, could I not?

Dr. BaLrLou. I expect that you could.

Mr. BranTON. Certainly.

Dr. Barrou. But no orders are being placed and will not be
placed until the officers have passed on every magazine that is in
any ‘way being used in the: sehools.

Mr. BLaNTON. Since last December you have stopped the distri-
bution of Scholastics?

Dr. Barrou. Yes, sir.

Mr. BraNToN. Why?

Dr. Barrou. Because of the complaints made against it,

Mr. BLaNTON. You state that Members of Congress have asked
you to discontinue it.- What- Members of Congress?

Dr. BaLrou. I prefer not to put that in the record.

1 will direct your attention, Doctor, to the editorial on page 1 of
Scholastic, issue of December 17, 1932, from which I quote the
following excerpts: -

“The na’t.lons.l flower, says one headline writer, has become the

“The mood of disillusionment has indeed settled over the present
generation.

“A Journalist who traveled the country over and talked with hun-
dreds of ordinary, obscure men and women in all walks of life came
back with a profound impression that the American people have no
national faith.”

Dr. Barrou. Well, I do not agree with that point of view.

_ Mr. BuanToN. You do not agree with that, do you, Doctor?

Dr. BaLLou. No, sir.

Mr, BranToN. I direct your attention to the editorial note on
page 7 of Scholastics magazine, issue of November 10, 1934, using
the following language commendatory of the author of a recent
book featured in such issue to this expression contained therein:

“Here in rigid logic he examines such popular belief as ‘national
honor’, ‘patriotism’, ‘security’, and exposes their childishness and
hypocrisy.”

Do you consider that proper reading for our school children?

Dr. BarrLou. That is an unsound view to me,

Mr. BLanTOoN. It is unsound, isn't it, Doctor?

Dr. Barrou. Yes.

Mr. BranToN. Certainly, I direct your attention to a spectal
article in Scholastics magazine, issue of November 9, 1935, in which,
on page 12, it is pointedly suggested that “the romantic appeal” is
“a tricky lie”, and that “a dirty trick is being played” upon those
who respond to “some patriotic slogans.” Do you think that is
proper reading for school children?

Dr, BaLrov. I do not know what is meant by “romantic appeal.”
I do not understand what that statement is all about.

Mr. BraxTon. All right, Doctor, if you want to let it go at that.
If you can't understand it, how would the school children?

Dr. BaLLou. But I do not agree with the possible implications
in it.

Mr. BuanTon. You do not agree with it?

Dr. Barrou. No.

Mr. BranToN. That is what I was trying to get you to say.

Dr. Barrovu. I do not know that that does tell them how to think.

Mr. BranToN. No; it is telling them what to think.

Dr. Barrou. I do not believe in that.

Mr. BuanTOoN. You do not believe in it.

Dr. Barrov. No, sir.

Mr, BranTtoN. That 1s what I believe every member of this com-
mittee does not belleve in.

Are you acquainted with the succession of articles in Scholastics
magazine featuring Russian communism as elevating; for instance,
I q:gte !Irom the issue of December 16, 1933, page 16, where it says

reading]:
: "'rodfy 6,000,000 young Russians in the Communist Youth Asso-
ciation are helping to build a new social world.”

I also quote from the issue of January 20, 1834, page 21 [continues
reading]:

"Buf lhe Russian planters do not stop short with material things.
It is a promise to increase the number of students in their country
about 650 percent and reduce illiteracy by requiring every child to
attend school at least 7 years.

“Can they do it? On the basis of past accomplishments, the
answer is, ‘Yes.'"
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Then I quote from the issue of October 6, 1934, page 12, the
following [continues reading]:

“The older transients, it is true, resist communism. They have
a mental hold-over of war psychology, the antired drives of
former, and a belief in the American success story. For boys and
girls, communism offers school, hope, and adventure.”

The issue of January 4, 1936, on page 23, expressly commends
the procommunistic book, I Write as I Please, by Walter Durante,
as “dynamic, objective, and reliable about the Soviet experiment.”

Have those matters been brought to your attention by any
parent, Congressman, or anybody else, about the Scholastic maga-
zine?

Mr. BranTtoN. You know, Doctor, do you not, that this same
Harold Rugg, who is soclal-studies editor of Scholastic magazine,
has written and published a book called The Great Technology?
You know that book, don't you, The Great Technology?

Dr. Bairou. That is the book, right there, or it looks like that
one. .

Mr. BrantoN. Now, I quote from page 95 of that book [reading]:

“ Nothing about this story of degradation -is clearer than- that
in any of those decades a fairly decent standard of living could
have been had by the peoples of the expanding West. That it was
not and is not today can be traced primarily to the theory and
practice: of government set up by our fathers.”

Further quoting from page 234, it states [continues reading]:

“School administrators and teachers should lead actively in the
formation of public opinion.”

Further quoting from pages 259 and 260, it states [continues
reading]:

“It i] this which compels the formal, unthinking salute to the
flag, and the mumbling of an oath of allegiance which means ab-
solutely nothing to the young people making it. It is this, which,
in hundreds of communities, compels teachers to sign oaths of
allegiance to swear that they will protect the written Constitution
of the United States.”

In other words, it states that when a teacher takes an oath, he
mumbles it, and it means nothing.

Mr. BrantoN. Do you know that Prof, Carl Becker has any per-
sonal knowledge of conditions in Soviet Russia, either at present
or at any time in the past?

Dr. BarLrovu. No, sir; I do not.

Mr, BranToN. Are you familiar with what is said with respect to
Marxist communism and Soviet Russia in Carl Becker's textbook,
Modern History, still in use in the Washington high schools; the
laudation of Marxist communism, commencing on page 534, and
Soviet Russia being featured (commencing on p. 790) as having
become “every year more popular” (p. 789), following a laudation
of Lenin as a great leader “in the crusade for human freedom”
(p. 71); and are you aware that the sald textbook makes no dis-
closure of the subversive nature of the Soviet Government directed
against our own Government through the Third Internationale,
and substitutes for an explanation of the enslaving features of
Russian communism a misdescription of Russian communism as
something elevating and popular?

Dr. BaLrow. I am not familiar with the matter.

Mr. BranToN. Carl Becker's textbook, Modern History, is still
in use in the schools here; is not that a fact?

Dr. Barrou. Yes, sir.

Mr. BranTton. The Board of Education approved it upon your
recommendation?

Dr. Barrou. Yes, sir. 1

Mr, BranToN. If you had not recommended it, they would not
have approved it?

Dr. BarLou. No.

Mr, BrantoN. I hand you a printed brief of 45 pages of printed
matter entitled “Piney Branch Citizens' Association against the
Muzzey School History”, a brief for the association, which is signed
by 8. T. Cameron, Ralph V. Hendrick, and C. R. Thompson for the
Piney Branch Citizens' Association, of Washington, D. C., dated
April 25, 1923, That shows that the people were sufficiently inter-
ested at that time to take this matter up and protest against
this Muzzey School History.

When did you come to the schools here?

Dr. BaLrou. 1820,

Mr, BuanToN, That was 3 years after you came here. That group,
the Piney Branch Citizens’ Association, went to the trouble and
expense of having a 45-page brief printed against that Muzzey's
History. You had a copy of it filed with you, didn't you?

Dr. Barrou. The Board of Education had it filed with them.

Mr, BranTON. Did you ever see it before?

Dr. Barrov. Yes. I heard Mr. Cameron read it in a meeting be-
fore the Board of Education. He practically read that whole
statement or brief.

. BLANTON. He made them sit there and listen to it?
Barrou. Yes, sir.

. BLanTOoN. And required you to do it, didn't he, Doctor?
Barrou. Yes, sir.

. BranToN. It was quite an imposition on you?

Dr. Barrovu. Yes, sir; it was an amusing experience.
think it was very favorably considered by the Board.

Mr. BuanTOoN, Dr. Ballou, would the Board of Education, from
the intimate relationship that exists between you and it, go against
your recommendation on anything?

Dr. BaLrovu. I cannot answer that, sir.

HAMILTON FISH COMMITTEE'S DEFINITION

The following is a definition of communism, & world-wide politi-
cal organization advocating:
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(1) Hatred of God and all forms of religion.

(2) Destruction of private property and inheritance.

(3) Absolute social and racial equality; promotion of class hatred.

(4) Revolutionary propaganda through the Communist Interna-
tional, stirring up Communist activities in foreign countries in
order to cause strikes, riots, sabotage, bloodshed, and civil war.

(5) Destruction of all forms of representative or democratic gov=
ernments, including civil liberties, such as freedom of speech, of
the press, of assembly, and trial by jury.

(6) The ultimate and final objective is by means of world revo-
lution to establish the dictatorship of the so-called proletariat into
&ne world union of soviet socialist republics with the capital at

0SCOW.

To the above experts on communism have later added:

(7) Destruction of all forms of morality, especially breaking
down sex morality in children.

“AS GIVING IN TO THESE PEOPLE WHO HAVE ACCUSED US OF
COMMUNISM" -

The Washington Post, February 18, 1936, under headline:
“Head of Scholastic Magazine appears before School Prin-
cipals”, said:

A defiant challenge to red-rider proponents was hurled yesterday
by Maurice R. Robinson. If you want to drop the magazine from
your course of study for technical reasons, that is your privilege.
However, if you do that, let me urge you to take such action, let
us say, next year, so that it will not be interpreted as giving in
to these people who have accused us of communism.

Dr. Ballou and his board of education know that every
member of our subcommittee reached the unanimous con-
clusion that Scholastic is unfit to be in any school course of
study, and totally unfit for school children to read, yet they
follow Editor Robinson and not a committee of Congress.
COMMITTEE GAVE “CHARACTER EDUCATION” EXHAUSTIVE INVESTIGATION

Before denying the $78,660 Dr. Ballou requested for his
so-called character education, our subcommittee gave the
matter an exhaustive hearing, covering 268 printed pages.
No more copies are now obtainable. Additional copies would
have been printed but for the objection of communistic
sympathizers. The Government Printing Office has this
type intact. It can print additional copies for $185.78 for
the first thousand, and $84.04 for each additional thousand.
Some should go into every one of the 48 States. I would
have additional copies printed at my own expense, but I am
not financially able to do it. During my 20 years in Con-
gress, outside of a bare living for my family and educating
my children, I have spent my entire income in public service,
trying to help make the United States a more decent place
for a poor man to live in. The people of the United States
have an inherent right to know of the efforts and activities
exerted by radicals to communize the United States, through
their school system. Communists do not want these facts
known. They will attack me for making this speech, and
claim that it cost money to print it, and that it cost money
to print our hearings, but they will not mention that the
action of our subcommittee caused $78,660 to be saved in
cash this year, and will save more than that each year
hereafter, from the money standpoint alone, besides being
worth many billions of dollars in preventing the communiz-
ing of our school children. If I were financially able, I
would place a copy of this speech in every home in the
United States, to warn Americans of this serious menace in
growing communism.

TURGE COLLEAGUES TO READ HEARINGS

Each Member of the House and Senate has been furnished
with a copy of the hearings sent to their office. I ask them
to read the 101 pages of Dr. Ballou’s testimony; the 22 pages
of Professor Jones' testimony; the opinion and testimony of
Corporation Counsel Prettyman; the statement of Mrs. Henry
Grattan Doyle, president of the Board of Education; the 25
pages of Hon. George E. Sullivan, as the spokesman for the
Federation of Citizens Associations, showing their discoveries
of communism in Washington schools and their untiring
efforts to eradicate it; the 35 pages of Maj. Gen. Amos A.
Fries’' testimony, he being the spokesman of the District of
Columbia Public School Association, embracing 90 organiza-
tions in Washington, and also the spokesman of the American
Legion; the 14 pages of Representatives Vircinia E. JENCKES’
testimony; the evidence of Lf. Horace Lineburg, head of the
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crime-prevention bureau of the Meiropolitan Police and a
former president of the Police Association, who testified
“there is a Communist School in Washington, teaching
straight-out communism of the Third Internationale, known
and advertised publicly, and that from his official knowledge
there is a direct tie-up, a direct connection, between com-
munists, this communist school, and the meetings where
rioting and unlawful assembly have occurred in Washington
during the last 3 years”; the evidence of Fred G. Lange, giv-
ing his 234 years’ experience in Russia; the report of the
Civic Council of Defense of California, Inc., showing the sub-
versive activities of Scholastic; the 51 pages of the Scholastic
editor’s testimony and other pertinent evidence, showing that,
although he was in Washington 2 days during said hearings
and we urged him to come before us, Dr. W. W. Charters
refused to testify and refused to allow us to ask him any
questions.
DETEEMINED NATIONAL LOBBY TO REPEAL “RED RIDER"

There is a determined national lobby working day and
night to repeal the law which prevents communism from
being taught in Washington schools, and to have the $78,660
placed in the bill for so-called character education, under
which cloak they expect subversive doctrines to continue to
be taught in Washington schools.

MINUTES, BOARD OF EDUCATION, MARCH 6, 1835

Moved, seconded, and carried:

“That in view of the fact that the Board of Education has heard
the correspondence between Dr. W. W. Charters and Dr, Frank W.
Ballou as to the charges that Dr. Charters Is connected with Soviet
Russia, and in view of the further fact that the Board found this
correspondence satisfactory in every way, the Board passes a vote
of confidence in Dr. Charters” (p. 14).

NEWS SAYS “COMMUNISTS OFPOSE “RED RIDER' "

The Washington Daily News, a pink paper sympathetic to
communism, in its issue of March 2, 1936, under large head-
lines, “Communists Oppose School ‘Red Rider’ ¥, said:

Communists in Washington in a statement issued today endorsed
the SBisson bill repealing the Blanton “red rider.”

Representative Maverick (Texas) and Scorr (California) are
expected to continue arguments for the bill.

LOBBYING AND PROPAGANDA BY TEACHERS

The Education Association of the District of Columbia is
a teachers’ organization, composed of teachers, its president
being in charge of one of its schools. The following is a
propaganda circular which its officers (teachers) mailed to
many prominent citizens in Washington yesterday, lobbying
for the Sisson bill:

EDUCATION ASSOCIATION OF THE DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA,
Washington, D. C., April 1, 1936,
To Members of the Delegate Council:

The meeting of the delegate council held last evening served to
impress upon those present the need for immediate and united
action if we are to secure the elimination of the “red rider.”
Each representative was urged to call his group together and ask
all members to see personally one or more Washington citizens
outside of our profession, asking them to telephone, interview, or
write members of the two committees to report out and pass the
second Sisson bill, H. R. 11375. Remember that it is the second
Sisson bill not the first that we want passed. The names of the
members of the two committees are given below. This is not just
“one more thing.” It is fundamentally important to the schools of
Washington and the Nation.

District of Columbia House Committee: Mary T. Norton (chailr-
man), New Jersey; Vincent L. Palmisano, Maryland; Wright Pat-
man, Texas; Ambrose J. Eennedy, Maryland; Jennings Randolph,
West Virginia; Virginia E. Jenckes, Indiana; Theo. B. Werner,
South Dakota; Ra.ndclph Carpenter, Kansas; Henry Ellenbogen.
Pennsylvania; William T. Schulte, Indiana; Reuban T. Wood, Mis-
gouri; James L. Quinn, Pennsylvania; Jack Nichols, Oklahoma;
Dan R. McGehee, Mississippi; Merlin Hull, Wisconsin; Everett M.
Dirksen, Illinois; Dewey Short, Missouri; Ralph O. Brewster, Maine;
Chauncey W. Reed, Illinois, Clare G. Fenerty, Pennsylvania; and
W. Sterline Cole, New York.

Senate Committee on Education and Labor: David I. Walsh
(chairman), Massachusetts; Royal 8. Copeland, New York; Park
Trammell, Florida; Hugo L. Black, Alabama; Louls Murphy, Iowa;
Elbert Thomas, Utah; James E. Murray, Montana; Vie Donahey,
Ohio;. Rush D. Holt, West Virginia; William E. Borah, Idaho; Jesse
H. Metcalf, Rhode Island; Robert M. La Follette, Jr., Wisconsin;
and James J. Davis, Pennsylvania.

Very sincerely yours,
EDUCATION ASSOCIATION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

THE AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION

The Washington Daily News, March 24, 1936, under head-
ing running across entire page. “Civil Liberties Group De-
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mands Red Rider Repeal,” and a subhead “Representatives
Maverick and Scorr Flay Teacher Oath Requirement”, said:

Rarely has the “red rider” taken such a knocking about as it
received last night at the hands of Representatives MAaury MAVER-
Ick and ByroN Scorr at the first meeting of the Washington branch
of the American Civil Liberties Union.

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION BECOMES ACTIVE

The following circular was distributed all over Washington
on March 22, 1936:

The “red rider” and the challenge to American civil liberties.
Shall the rider to the appropriation bill prohibiting teachers from
“teaching or advocating communism”™ in the District schools be
repealed? Symposium by Congressman MAURY MAVERICK, of Texas;

Congressman Byron Scorrt, of California, and EnvuTeE
Hmn, of Wi Monday evening, March 23, 8 o'clock.
Friends’ Meeting House, 2111 Florida Avenue NW. Auspices Wash-
ington, D. C., Committee, American Civil Liberties Union.

WHAT HAMILTON FISH COMMITTEE REPORTED TO CONGRESS

The American Clvil Liberties Union is closely affiliated with the
Communist movement in the United States, and fully 90 percent
ofitseﬁortsareonbehnltofCommumsr.swhohavecomemcon-
flict with the law. It claims to stand for free speech, free press,
and free assembly, but it is quite apparent that the main func-
tion of the American Civil Liberties Union is to attempt to protect
the Communists in their advocacy of force and violence to over=
throw the Government.

WHAT THE NEW YORK STATE LUSK REPORTS SATD

The American Civil Liberties Union, in the last analysis, is a
supporter of all subversive movements; its propaganda is detri-
mental to the State. It attempts not only to protect crime, but
to encourage attacks upon our institutions in every form.

ABOUT ITS LEADER, ROGER N. BALDWIN
The January 1931 report to Congress said:

Roger N. Baldwin, the gulding spirit of the American Civil Lib-
erties Union, makes no attempt to hide his friendship for the
Communists and their principles, He was formerly a member of

the I. W. W., and served a term in prison as a draft dodger during

the war. Testiiying on force and violence, murder, and so forth,
sald:

The CramMaN. Does your organization uphold the right of a citi-
zen or alien to advocate murder?

Mr. Barowin. Yes,

The CHAIRMAN. Or assassination?

Mr. BALDWIN. Yes.
The CHAIRMAN. your organization uphold the right of an

Does
American citizen to a.dvocat.e force and violence for the overthrow
of the Government?

Mr. Barowin. Certainly; insofar as mere advocacy is concerned.

The CramMAN. You do uphold the right of an alien to advocate
the overthrow of the Government by force and violence?

Mr. BALpwIN. Sure; certainly.

The Red Network says that the American Civil Liberties
Union centers its fight against the American Legion and the
Daughters of the American Revolution “as they are the most
active inciters against radicals.”

Can there be found anywhere in the United States two more
loyal or more patriotic organizations than the American
Legion and the Daughters of the American Revolution? I
say there cannot. The above two organizations stand out as
two worthy, reliable, loyal, patriotic, and dependable Ameri-
can institutions.

N.E A,

The Washington Post on February 26, 1936, in reporting
proceedings of the National Education Association, reported
Dr. Charles A. Beard in making a vicious atfack upon Wil-
liam Randolph Hearst and of injecting politics in the con=-
vention.

The Post quoted Dr. Charles A. Beard as saying that Lan-
don would have an excellent chance of being the Republican
candidate for President if Hearst had not sponsored him,
and that Dr. Beard used the expression, “every scoundrel
like Hearst and his satellites.”

Dr. Beard was reported to have denounced the dismissal
of Payson Smith, commissioner of education in Massachu-
setts, against whom complaint was made that he opposed the
law requiring teachers to take an oath of allegiance and of
his having religious bias and favoring out-of-State teachers
and fiscal waste.

The sole reason why Dr. George S. Counts and Dr. Charles
A. Beard viciously attacked Hearst and Hearst’s papers at
this convention of the National Education Association is that
Hearst has been making a determined, uncompromising ficht
against communism and their subversive activities now be-
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ing exerted in an attempt to overthrow this Government by
force and violence.

The Washington Herald for March 25, 1936, in reporting
the convention of the National Education Association, under
headlines “ ‘Red’ teachers fail to force ban on loyalty” and
“Convention backs academic freedom”, said:

Communistic-inclined educators failed to force a stand against
legislation requiring teachers to pledge loyalty to the Constitution.

While “left wing” educators claimed victory over conservatives
on the issue of “academic freedom", they rejected any plan to
fight the proposed teachers' oath.

In another column the Herald carried the Washington
headlines, “School Board ignores plea for ‘red’ curb” and
“No action taken on appeal by lawyer for ‘red rider’ ”, said:

Throwing their support behind the Sisson bill for repeal of the
“red rider”, members of the Board of Education yesterday ignored
the augment of Roscoe F, Walter, who was there to urge opposition
to the bill. Roscoe said, “There are many teachers who do not
live up to the oath, and we know it.”

In the Washington Post for February 27, 1936, the follow-
ing reference is made to the hearing on the Sisson bill, which
attempts to repeal the law now preventing indoctrinating
communism in Washington schools:

Among the Congressmen who will speak in favor of the Sisson
bill on Monday are Representatives Frep J. Sisson, of New York,
author of the bill; MavrYy MavericK, of Texas; and BYroN ScorT,
of California.

And editorially, like an ostrich with his head in the sand,
or an irresponsible idiot, the Post then editorially blatantly
said:

Teachers must not be bullled by morons and “red” baiters to
debauch local schools.

The Washington Herald for Thursday, February 27, 1936,
carried a report from Modesto, Calif., that District Attorney
Cleary had asked President Sproul, of the University of
California, to dismiss two professors because of their com-
munistic activities in addressing Communists meeting and
consorting with such Communists as Harry Bridges and Ella
Winters. The Herald also reported that W. P. A. Directors
Barrett and White in Atlanta, Ga., had refused fo spread
communistic propaganda through W. P. A. teachers, and
that a W, P. A, handbook given out to workers at Macon,
Ga., suggested as reading material to them radical and
communistic literature, such as Rebel America, and the
Challenge of Russia, and Mill Shadows, and Anthology of
Revolutionary Poetry, and Red Bread, and that instead of
spreading such communistic literature with the help of
Superintendent Collins they had drafted a proper course in
patriotic history, English, and other standard subjects to
supplant the communistic works which W. P. A. teachers had
been trained to hand out.

The Fortnightly for Teachers and Principals, called “High
School”, which is combined with the High School Teacher,
is published at Pittsburgh, Pa., by Scholastic Corporation as
one of the Scholastic publications, Scholastic being an-
other. Heading its list of editors under “editorial depart-
ment” is Maurice R. Robinson, editor of Scholastic.

In its issue of March 21, 1936, under heading John Dewey
Society Hears Counts Rip Into Critics of Free Schools, on its
front page said:

One thousand guests of the newly organized John Dewey So-
ciety, successor to the Social Frontier group, met in St. Louis
just before the opening of the N. E. A. superintendents’ conven-
tion last month to hear an address by George 8. Counts, Teachers
College, Columbia.

Essentially the same group which last year heard Charles A.
Beard, venerable historian, take the hide of William Randolph
Hearst this year heard Mr. Counts pay respects to the Daughters
of the American Revolution, Frank Belgrano, former American
Legion chief, and Alfred E. Smith: “Hearst prefers a sales tax”;
“Belgrano is willing to cooperate with Hearst in pinning the
Communist label on ministers, teachers, journalists, and others
who advocate a humane civilization”; “Smith wants people to
belleve that God guides the Supreme Court”; and “The Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution betra.y their fathers, their pa-
triotism being thinly veiled snobbery.”

In the first column on the first page of said issue the fol-
lowing startling admonition is given:

Teachers must ally themselves with organized labor.
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And on its front page in another column it was asserted
that Norman Thomas (a well-known radical) won his debate
at this N, E. A, convention in St. Louis and that attending
superintendents entered a vigorous defense of “academic
freedom” in Washington, D. C., and stated that a high spot
was Dr. Charles A. Beard's presentation of the superintend-
ents’ 1936 yearbook.

On its editorial page M. R. Robinson (editor of Scholastic)
editorially commented on the N. E. A. convention at St.
Louis, and said:

The tremendous applause at the end of Norman Thomas’ dy-
namic rebuttal was headlined in all the St. Louis newspapers.

And called attention to the fact that more than 1,000
attended the organization meeting of the John Dewey So-
ciety, and that “the naming of public enemies of education
by Prof. George Counts was a poor substitute for the ex-
pected speech of Governor La Follette.”

Robinson said that the meeting “deserves one rousing cheer
for the suggestion of William McAndrew that teachers pro-
pose an oath of their own writing.”

And then Robinson said:

Dr. Beard's telegram to Governor Landon asking if he were
proud of Hearst's support of his candidacy added merriment to
the hotel lobby talk.

On page 5 it is stated:

Superintendents of the National Education Association officially
oppose the District of Columbia rule, supported by the American
Legion, which forbids any person teaching or advocating
communism.

On page 6, under the Social Studies column, in an ap-
parent attempt to incite sympathy for strikes, High School
said:

When times are getting better and the price of living is rising,
strikes become frequent and bitter. We are now in such a period.

The average wage in industry is $22 a week, a sum so small that
most families cannot live on it decently. To get better wages they
must bargain collectively; strikes are the result.

Interview owners and workers in your town. What have they
done? Are there any strong craft unions in your vicinity? Do
many of the unskilled men belong to industrial unions? Are com-
pany unions working? What do you expect the Supreme Court
to decide about the Wagner-Connery labor bill?

‘When at Alameda, Calif., on March 5 to 7, 1936, the school
children walked out on a strike, Communists distributed “red”
handbills stating:

The Communists of California is behind you 100 percent.
Keep up the good work. Stay on strike.

The American Citizen, published at San Rafael, Calif., in
its issue of March 27, 1936, under headlines, State Teachers
Pederation Looks “Red”, said:

Add the Californla Federation of Teachers to the list of 180
Communists or Communist-controlled organizations active in the
San Francisco Bay district.

The federation unanimously endorsed resolutions favoring repeal
of the State criminal syndicalism act, abolition of military train-
ing, freedom of Tom Mooney, and reinstatement of high-school
teacher, Victor Jewett.

It speaks of the Berkeley chapter of the American Students
Union as “a radical left-wing organization, formed in Ohio in
December.”

It further states that the American Legion has demanded that
well-known agent agitators and Communists be removed from
W. P. A. rolls, asserting that several of them are receiving maxi-
mum salaries, stating:

“Jack Warnick, 28, now facing deportation as an undesirable
alien, who is receiving $94 a month as an ‘artist' on the Federal
theater projects; Willlam A. Boeker, said to have served as secre-
tary of the Friends of the Soviet Union, now employed at t.op
salary on a project at Seventh and Bryant Streets; and J.
Nathan, said to have been active in the San Joaquin Valley agrl-
%tkuﬂml troubles, employed on the Federal writers' project at

ey.

The March 1936 issue of the National Republic, a maga-
zine of fundamental Americanism, sounds the following
warning:

The Soviet Government is a conspirator and breeder of revolts
in every nation of the world. Moscow still directs the conspiracy
for world revolution.

In the United States the Bolsheviks have made considerable

headway since the Moscow Congress last year. Rellef centers have
afforded not only ready prospects for the conspirators, but also a
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source of Increased revenue for Communist activities, Btrikes,
riots, and mass demonstrations have become more frequent. Com-
munists have become bolder and more optimistic oyer prospects of
ultimate success.

Evidence has been uncovered which proves that Soviet agents
have been the instigators of scores of revolutions in all parts of
the world. China made charges following the raid on trade
agencies. Great Britain made charges after raids on the Arcos.
Germany made charges after the round-up of scores of Soviet con-
spirators. Mexico broke relations and deported Ambassador
Eollontoy.

Russia claims that when a country breaks relations, it is an act
of war, tending to force nations to maintain relations, even though
they disapprove of Russia's conspiring and intrigues.

Police in Rio de Janeiro recently arrested Harry Berger and
Machla Lueszkyl, for fomenting Communist disorders, they being
sent there by Russia.

In Spain recently the revolutionists were victorious in battle and
ballot, and taking control, Communists burned churches and build-
ings, opened prisons, and turned thousands of vicious characters
loose to plunder.

Chile discovered a Commumist plot for a railroad strike to en-
velop Industries, and over 200 revolutionary Communist leaders
and organizers were arrested.

In Mexico, Communists were foiled in their attempt to seize
factories in Monterey,

From the seeds planted by Communists at Howard University
(in Washington, D maintained by Government funds) there
developed the Hst.lona.l Negro Congress held in Chicago, last month,
with 4,000 Negroes attending. Its speakers were Anglo Herndon,
Georgian Communist; John Phillips, of the (Communistic)
Friends of Chinese People; James Ford, Communist candidate for
President; Edward Strong, and Norman Thomas. The well-known
Communist, Earl Browder, national secretary of the Communist
Party, was scheduled to speak. Phillp Randolph, well-known
Negro radical, was.elected national chairman.

People must not be ostrichlike and bury their heads so as to
pooh-pooh the seriousness of the revolutionistic movement among
the youth. Lenin once sald that if children were given over to
the Communists for a short while at the age of 8, they could make
Bolsheviks of them for life. Communist agents In America are
feverishly working to influence the youth in the schools, on and
off the campus, through books, newspapers, magazines, bulletins,
and by pacifist movements. They frequently disguise their activi-
ties by a slight garnish of patriotism, religion, or humanitarianism.
mmwmetothem what bait is used, so long as they hook

The newest radical movement among youth is the American
Student Union. It was organized at a national meeting of Socialists
and Communists, at which the American flag was not in sight.
The meeting was concluded with the singing of the Communist
;nthem. the red Internationale, and pledged to defend Soviet

The American Student Union is active In many schools, colleges,
and universities at present, and announces that it will organize a
Nation-wide student strike to take place on April 22.

Meyer Schapiro, a teacher at Columbia University, addressed the
convention of radical artists in New York on February 16.

Over 1,600 recruits were enrolled in the Communist Party in its
recent memorial to Lenin In Madison Square Garden.
The Communist organizer, Isreal Amter, opened the meeting with
a tribute to “Our dead leader, Comrade Lenin.” Earl Browder,
Communist secretary, was cheered uproariously, and led them in
the Communist pledge.

In Washington, D. C., and elsewhere Communists are trying to

barred, but
Press Club Auditorium later by
Mass,, another radical play has been stopped. schoolchﬂd:enhad
been ordered to attend it.

The Washington Herald for February 26, 1936, quotes the
following from the proceedings of the District subcommittee,
holding hearings on the Sisson bill, which seeks to repeal
the law preventing indoctrinating communism in Washing-
ton schools:

Mrs. JENCEES sald: “As a member of the subcommittee on edu-
cation, I have requested that the hearings be extended and con-
tinued in order that I might file a brief, which will show that the
Board of Education of the District of Columbia is wholly unfit to
adminlst-erct the sacred trust of educating the children of the
District.

Dr. Frank W. Ballou offered a number of felegrams from edu-
cators advocating repeal of the anti-Communist law, Dr.
Ballou as follows: “I want to impress on you gentlemen that what
we are doing is being watched by the educational system of Texas.”

Concerning the above, the Washington Herald editorially
then said:

These words from School Buperintendent Ballou should hawve
been supplemented with: “And by every father and mother in
America.”

Every parent in the land is watching the school board's attempt
to throw the schoolhouse doors open to the teaching of com-
munism.
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Congress, listening to pleas pro and con on the “red rider”, should
ask itself: “Do I want my children taught communism?”

When abstract theorizing is changed to a question in one's own
hearth and home, vitally affecting one's own future and one's
national future, it becomes a different matter.

Avotafmtheexlstlnghwisavoteagmtcommumﬂn.

HEARINGS TO REPEAL LAW STOPPING COMMUNISM

It is reported that the hearings before the legislative sub-
committee on the Sisson bill to repeal the law stopping com-
munism in the Washington schools will approximate almost
300 printed pages. When the hearings first started on Feb-
ruary 25, 1936, Chairman KeNNEDY said:

Unless there is objection on the part of members of the subcom=
mittee, we will hear from the proponents of the bill, but not from
the opponents.

Author Sisson at that time declined to make a statement.

The Warshington Herald for February 25, 1936, quoted
Congressman VIRGINIA JENCEES as follows:

Mrs. Jenckes said this (Communist) school would like to have
the Board of Education lighten its task by teaching fundamentals
of communism in public school classrooms, so it could devote its
full time to postgraduate courses in violence and revolution.

Mrs. JENCKES sald: “This communistic school operates in the
rear of a book shop in the 500 block of F Street NW. The Daily
Worker and other communistic literature is dispensed in the book

shop.

“The school, although supposedly financed locally, I have
learned, is but a link in a Nation-wide chain of such institutions,
In these schools originate communistic marches. Riots and other
:grms of violence against constituted authority are plotted in

em.

“Indoctrination of the Immature minds of children in the Na-
tion's Capital with the brutal, irreligious, and revolutionary philos=
ophy of the Soviet Government already has gone too far.

L king as a mother, I would not permit a child of mine to
attend schools administered by the Board of Education which ad-
mittedly recently ordered teachers to use a textbook openly ad-
vocating communism and refused to withdraw the book until the
wbvers's.ive propaganda it contained had been exposed to the

On another page the Herald publishes an account of a
visit by one of its reporters to a Communist book store in
Washington, and under the following headlines: Soviet
Gospel Preached Here in Book Store, and Communists Hold
Forth in Shadow of Supreme Court; $2 and $3 Courses Of=
fered, said:

Communism—taught within a stone's throw of the District
Supreme Court.

Classes In communism, with youthful residents of the District
sitting in as students being taught the doctrines of Lenin and
Marx in the rear of a book store in the Nation's Capital.

This was revealed last night when a Washington Herald re-
porter wandered into the establishment. Under casual question-
mgitwasexplunedthntclmwerejustbemg on the

red doctrine. Both colored and white persons are eligible to en-
roll. Stickers in the shop bore the inscription “Don't read
Hearst”, who was described as the greatest enemy to communism
in the United States.

The Communist in charge expressed high hope that the rider
prohibiting the teaching or advocacy of communism in the Dis-
trict schools will be repealed.

The Washington Post for February 25, 1936, under large
headlines, “Red Activities Laid to Two Seized on Battleship”
and “Women Arrested on Coast Linked to Wide Subversive
Campaign”, said:

A widespread campaign of young radicals to salt the United States
Battle Fleet with communistic propaganda was believed uncovered
tonight following the arrest of two women aboard the battleship
Mississippt.

Naval and Federal authorities sald they had five other persons,
including two women, under surveillance, in a move to balk efforts
of young radical groups to breed disloyalty among men in the fleet,

Concealed copies of a pamphlet urged sailors to join the Third
International, International Communist Party. It contained arti-
cles attacking the naval service and reviling officers, urging sailors
not to reenlist.

Officers connect the spread of propaganda with efforts to sabotage
naval and military aircraft operations in this area, including the
Vultee bombing plane September 13, when Pilot Blue and Fred
Stone, crack Navy fiyer, were killed, and the disappearance July 30
of the fastest military airplane in the world and its pilot, Lieutenant

The Washington Times for February 26, 1936, reported that
executive officers of the United States Fleet ordered watch
“for women and girls instructed by Communists to meet
sailors, take them to dances and entertainments, win their
confidence, and then preach to them the red doctrines.”
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WASHINGTON BOARD OF EDUCATION EBEEN ABOLISHED TWICE

The legislative history of the Board of Education of the
District of Columbia is as follows:

First. As appears from Compiled Statutes, District of Co-
lumbia, chapter LVII, page 482, Public Schools, sections 1
and 2: The “Board of School Trustees”, existing prior to
July 1, 1878, was abolished by act of June 11, 1878 (20 Stat.
107), and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia
were, by said act, empowered to appoint nine persons to con-
stitute “the Trustees of Public Schools” of the District of
Columbia.

Second. As appears from District of Columbia Code, Re-
vised, title 7, Education, page 75, Congress passed an act on
June 20, 1906 (34 Stat. 316), vesting so-called control of
the public schools of the District of Columbia “in a board
of education” to consist of nine members, appointed by the
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. This last-named
legislation was evidently drafted for the purpose of giving
the new body called Board of Education merely nominal
control, the actual, effective control being vested in a *super-
intendent of schools.” This is made manifest by the provi-
sion in section 2 of the act prohibiting said Board from mak-
ing any appointment, promotion, transfer, or dismissal “ex-
‘cept upon the written recommendation of the superintendent
of schools”, and also by the express provision in section 3
restricting the power of removal by the Board of Education
of such all-powerful superintendent to “adequate cause af-
fecting his character and efficiency.”

An act would seem to be in order at this time similar fo
the one passed June 11, 1878, abolishing the then Board of
School Trustees, which would now abolish the Board of
Education. Such an act might read, in substance, as
follows:

SectioN 1. That from and after the 1st day of July 1936 the
Board of Education of the District of Columbia shall be abolished,
and all the powers and duties now conferred upon such Board
shall be transferred to a new board, to be known as the Board
of School Trustees, and to consist of nine members having the
same qualifications and terms of office as required for sald abol-
ished Board of Education, but to be appointed by the Commis-
sioners of the District of Columbia.

Sec. 2. Said Board of School Trustees shall have power to re-
move the Superintendent of Schools at any time, in its discre-
tion, without any special showing or cause. The Board shall also
have power to make appointments, promotions, transfers, or dis-
missals of any director, supervising principal, principal, head of
department, teacher, or any other subordinate to the Superin-
tendent of Schools, in accord with its discretion or judgment,
whether in accord with or opposed to & recommendation of the
Superintendent of Schools.

COMMISSIONERS SHOULD APPOINT BOARD OF EDUCATION

As it is, the Board of Education assumes that it is re-
sponsible to nobody. If it were appointed by the Commis-
sioners, as all other District officials are, this Board of Edu-
cation would not be so autocratic and irresponsive to the
wishes of the citizens living in the District of Columbia.

NOW ALL POWERFUL SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS

Under the present law you will have noted that, except
for “adequate cause affecting his character and efficiency”,
the Board of Education has no power to remove the Super-
intendent. Also, you will have noted, probably much to your
surprise, that under section 2 of the present law, the Board
of Education “is prohibited from making any appointment,
promotion, transfer, or dismissal, except upon the written
recommendation of the Superintendent.”

PERSONS EXECUTED BEY THE SOVIET GOVEENMENT

General Fries. Now, here is a paragraph from the Army Chaplain
of October 1935. That is a paper published by the Army chaplains
of the Regular Army, the Reserves, the National Guard, and in-
cludes ministers of the Presbyterian, Roman Catholic, and Jewish
faiths. I make that statement to show that the magazine is non-
sectarian in the broadest sense. The article is nearly two columns
long, but I will only read the first paragraph. It is entitled “Russia
Is Red—Blood Red.”

“Henri Bero, a French Soclalist, has gathered figures showing
that the number of people who have been killed or executed since
the Soviet regime came into power in Russia is almost unbelievable.

es of the known dead are as follows:

“‘Twenty-eight bishops and higher clergy, 6,778 priests, 6,585
school teachers, 8,000 doctors, 51,850 army officers, 200,850 police-
men and other officlals, and 11,488,520 peasants and artisans. These
make the staggering total of 11,726,746. Nearly 3,000,000 more dead
than the total killed in the World War.""”
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Mr. BLaNTON. You mean 2,000,000 more were executed in Russia
than were killed in the World War?

General Fries, He so states.

Mr, BLANTON. Yes.

General Fries. That has nothing to do with the 20,000,000 that
died of starvation.

POVERTY AND STARVATION IN RUSSIA

In Ripley’s broadcast “I Saw Starvation in Russia”, April
5, 1935, he said:

Russia is a gigantic poorhouse where millions of people are on
the verge of starvation at this moment * * *, In a single year,

1932, 4,000,000 peasants died of starvation in the Ukraine and North
Caucasus, the most fertile part of all Russia.

Then he says:

Prof. L. Tarassevich, noted Russian soclologist, in an official
report to the League of Nations, says that 30,000,000 Russians have
starved to death since the couniry turned communistic. This
astounding figure is substantiated by Fridth of Nansen, head of the
world organization of the Red Cross and delegate of the League of
Nations to Russia.

BOARD OF EDUCATION WHITEWASHED COMMUNISM IN 1928

The Washington Post, April 3, 1928, under main headline,
“Reds Renew Drive as School Board Launches Inquiry”, and
subheadline, “Boy of 12 Testifies of Effort to Bring Him Into
Fold of Communism”, said:

Communistic elements, whose activitles in the schools was the
subject of inquiry by the Board of Education yesterday, responded
tohth?s Board's thrust by renewal of proselytizing campalgns in the
schools.

One 12-year-old youngster, who testified before the hearing yes-
terday, told the Board that yesterday he had been approached in
the Central High School by another youth who sought to enlist his
interest in communism.

Talk of communism pervaded the whole meeting. There are in
the District schools, according to the testimony, two organizations
affiliated with the Communist Party. One is the Young Communist
League and the other the Young Ploneers. Columbia High School,
MacFarland High School, Central High School, and Business High
School were mentioned by the witnesses as having been points of
communist activity.

Mr. Henry Gilligan’s statement that the Appropriations Com-
mittee has not the ri.ght “to tell us how to run our schools” was
applauded.

Mr. Chairman, that was back in April 1928, before I became
a member of the Committee on Appropriations, and when the
Washington Post then could give us the news on communistic
activity, because that was before Eugene Meyer paid $825,000
for it at “his” public auction and became its owner, a plant
which once he had offered $5,000,000 for, and which there-
after David Lawrence signed a contract to buy it and pay
$3,000,000 for it.

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that Congress must take immedi-
ate steps to clean up this communism in the Washington
schools and defeat the Sisson bill, which would allow it to
remain and flourish, and stands its ground in denying the
$78,660 asked by Dr. Ballou for his communistic so-called
character education, which he is now urging the Senate to
place in the District appropriation bill.

WILLING TO GIVE THE DEVIL HIS DUES

Mr. Chairman, I have been libeled many times by the
newspapers of William Randolph Hearst. They have been
uniformly unjust and unfair to me. They have refused fo
report me correctly. They have viciously slandered me.
They have persecuted me. Nevertheless, I am willing to be
just to them. While I despise the public and private life of
Hearst and the unjust way he has cruelly libeled many good
men in public office, I am willing to give the devil his dues.

HEARST'S FIGHTS AGAINST ALIENS AND COMMUNISTS HIGHLY
COMMENDABLE

William Randolph Hearst and his newspapers deserve the
thanks of the Nation for the creditable, determined fight
they are making against communism and to rid our country
of aliens and fo preserve American jobs for Americans. No
other metropolitan newspapers in the United States are
making such a fight. Where is there another metropolitan
newspaper that has been willing to make the sacrifice?
Hearst and his papers have made the sacrifice. They have
heen willing to pay the price. They have been willing to
suffer all incidental losses. And I know the sacrifice is
great, and the losses are heavy. Hearst has every radical in
the United States sniping at him and his papers. Hearst
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has every Communist in the United States doing their dead
level best to injure him and his business, He has the George
8. Countses and the Charles A. Beardes and every Russian
Soviet sympathizer in the United States barking and snap-
ing at him. It requires a great deal of intestinal fortitude
for him and his papers to continue the fights under such
handicaps. And, for one, I am willing to offset some of his
many almost unpardonable sins, with the good he is accom-
plishing in his uncompromising fight for Americanism. Al-
though being one whom he has maliciously slandered, I am
forced to admit that the ledger being kept on him by St.
Peter has two sides to it; and while there is a tremendous lot
of bad on the bad side, there is some good on the good side,
and I will leave it to St. Peter finally to decide just how
far his ledger pages on Hearst are unbalanced.

Mr, Chairman, this speech will contain facts that ought to
be of interest to every colleague in Congress. I hope my
friend from California, with whom I have differed slightly on
some questions, will read what I have {o say.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman now yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; surely.

Mr. SCOTT. I hope the gentleman will keep in mind what
happened to the gentleman from South Carclina {Mr. Mc-
Swain] when he asked Mr. Hearst to be on his side.

Mr. BLANTON. Iam not asking Hearst to be on my side.
I have whipped Hearst in every election that has ever come off
in my district. I am just “giving the devil his dues.”

DANIEL WEBSTER

Mr. Chairman, I am not an orator. I will, however, con-
clude my speech by quoting from one of our greatest orators,
Daniel Webster, in his address on the “One Hundredth Anni-
versary of the Birth of George Washington”, when Daniel
Webster said:

Other misfortunes may be borne, or their efforts overcome. If
disastrous wars should sweep our commerce from the ocean, an-
other generation may renew if; if it exhaust our Treasury, future
industry may replenish it; if it desolate and lay waste our fields,
still, under a new cultivation, they will grow green sgain and
ripen to future harvests. It were but a trifle, even if the walls of
yonder Capitol were to crumble, if its lofty pillars should fall,
end its gorgeous decorations be all covered by the dust of the
valley. All these might be rebuilt. But who shall reconstruct the
fabric of demolished government? Who shall rear again the well-

oned columns of constitutional liberty? Who shall frame
together the skillful architecture which unites national sovereignty
with Btate rights, individual security, and publlc ptoaparlty? No.
if these columns fall, they will be raised not again.
OonseumnndtheParthenon.theymnbeuestlnedmamomm
and melancholy immortality. Bitterer tears, however, will flow
over them than were ever shed over the monuments of Roman
or Grecian art; for they will be the remnants of a more glorious
edifice than Greece or Rome ever saw—the edifice of constitutional
American liberty.

Mrs. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Focrrl.

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks and to include therein a short
article from a newspaper, about two sticks in length.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, at this hour everybody feels
like being relieved and going into the open instead of having
reference made to a penitentiary.

In the short time I have I wish to call attention to a
matter that has relationship to my old home town, Lewis-
burg, Pa.

About 7 years ago there was a bill introduced which in-
cluded an authorization and an appropriation for a peni-
tentiary in my home town, an unusual community, rare in
the fact of the gnality of the intellectual standard, due to
the presence in the town of a university, which has been
there for a hundred years. Most of our people went through
this Bucknell University, and those who did not came in con-
tact with those who had, and the refining process has been
going on all that time.

We hoped it might continue to be on the same kind of
intellectual plane, with the same high culture and the same
atmosphere; but there came along a desire on the part of
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Mr. Bates, who had charge of the Federal prisons of the
country, o locate a penitentiary on land adjacent o the town.

Personally, I was in hearty accord with the methods he
has adopted in regard to the care of prisoners and the hope
of the reclamation of these unfortunate men, but I did object
mvmgapemtenﬁaryplmtedwltmnlmﬂeofmatdassic

I pursued the matter through the Pennsylvania Legisla-
ture, where it was required to have a special grant to make it
8 Federal territory. There were 1,500 acres withdrawn from
taxation and the penitentiary placed in that township that
was named for an illustrious hero of the Revolutionary War,
Maj. John Kelly, instead of a monument being put there to
the glory of this man who covered the rear guard of George
‘Washington in his refreat across New Jersey in January 1777.
Covering the rear guard over Stony Brook, at Worths Mills,
he was supposed to have been lost, and the remainder of the
guard followed Washingion into Trenton; but John Kelly
made a recovery and emerged from the icy stream. Instead
of being lost, he reported at Washington's headquarters the
next morning and brought in two Hessian prisoners.

And so this township where this penitentiary is located
was named in honor of Maj. John Kelly,

There is no objection to the penitentiary itself. Whatever
I found that is adverse to the theory, from the research I
have made as to the reclamation of men who have been in
the penitentiary, I still believe that support should be given
to Mr. Bates for what he has in contemplation.

But I find in this approprijation bill a recommendation that
new housing facilities for guards be built on Government
property adjoining this penitentiary at Lewisburg—and this
without any notice to or conference with the businessmen
of Lewisburg, who worked most diligently to secure options
from the farmers who owned this wonderful thousand acres,
with an additional 500 acres, so that the penitentiary might
occupy 1,500 acres free of taxation in a county of less than
17,000 population, The Government through Mr. Bates ac-
cepted over $20,000 from those businessmen to buy the op-
tions and then the land, There may not have been more
than an implication that the location of that institution
near this town would in some way benefit the businessmen
and be of some use to them, Nevertheless, I hope my friends
here and the members of the committee, whom I have found
to be most courteous and gracious, ultimately will not permit
Mr. Bates to walk out on those businessmen whose money
he accepted to buy this land, to take it away from this great
township and dedicate it to this prison instead of allowing
it to be kept in memory of Maj. John EKelly. I{ was pro-
posed by Mr. Bates that he be given something over $1,000,000
with which to build housing for employees of various peni-
tentiaries of the country. There can be no objection, of
course, to the appropriation of ample money to house the
top men from the warden on to these great scientists who
must be there or constantly near this particular kind of a
penitentiary.

The men there are fo be taught new ideas of life, they are
to be given everything up to a college education, so that they
may emerge with the freedom of the plantation and walk
out into the world reclaimed. We all agree that the warden
is & most excellent citizen, a World War veteran, Major Hill.
He was formerly warden of the penitentiary at Joliet, Ill.
Dr. Wilson is a noted scientist, and there are several others
of his class—Walter Hunter, Thomas C, Farmer, Mortimer
Davenport, and C. G. Murphy. They should be clase to the
prison for obvious reasons; but when they propose to build
on that place emough houses fo accommodate the entire
corps of employees of that instifution and on untaxable
ground, to remove them away from the town of Lewisburg
and depopulate it to that extent, I doubt very much whether
these gentlemen, these keepers, would care to have thaf
done. Many of them are from the South. They are a fine
type of men. I know most of them. They have come to
my office and they have come to my house. They are Fed-
eral employees and I am a Federal officer. I do not believe
they would care to be put away out there in the country,
and I am certain that there are at least some members of
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the Committee on Appropriations who do not believe in that
idea, and I surmise that instead of giving Mr. Bates $1,000,000
that he asked, they cut it to $300,000 for that very reasomn.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has expired.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 1
minute more. :

Mr. FOCHT. I desire this minute to say that I think
those men to whom I have referred, these excellent gentle-
men, guards and others, who have all passed civil-service
examinations, would much prefer to have an adequate salary
to live on than to have these houses planted out on the
penitentiary grounds, and I hope Mr. Bates will be governed
accordingly. .

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has again expired.

Mr. FOCHT. The newspaper article referred to by me is
as follows:

SUNBURY ITEM, APEIL 1

Word has been received that the House Appropriations Com-
mittee has recommended to Congress that proposed new housing
facilities for guards at the northeastern penitentiary, Lewisburg, be
built on Government property adjoining the prison.

The committee further recommended that $300,000 be made
available for the construction of the homes on the reservation. In
making this recommendation, the committee said it did so because
of the desirability for purposes of safety to have the yard force
housed on Government property adjoining the prison.

This action was taken after a group of Lewisburg businessmen
had asked the committee to have the homes built in Lewisburg,
and comes at a time when Lewisburg has started a construction
program to furnish adequate housing for the guards.

It is a slap at Lewisburg business interests who raised a large sum
of money to purchase the ground on which the institution is built,
as the construction of the homes on the reservation will make them
untaxable and will remove a source of revenue.

Mrs. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAWFORD].
COMPARISON OF AGRICULTURAL FLANS

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Chairman, October 31, 1932, Mr.
Arthur M. Hyde, Secretary of Agriculture under President
Hoover, in making his report to the President on the agri-
cultural situation, submitted a land-use planning and con-
servation program which can be summarized in the fol-
lowing language:

This program envisages: (1) A better economic utilization of
our land resources, (2) control of erosion, (3) a far-sighted provi-
sion for future timber and public recreation needs, (4) preserva-
tlon of wildlife, (5) the gradual diversion to other purposes of
lands submarginal for farming, (6) guldance of proper enter-
prises in land settlement, and (7) important adjustments in gov-
ernmental organization in the distribution of local institutions
and in local taxation and expenditures—adjustments that have

become or will become necessary as important changes in land
use are made.

January 17, 1936, Mr. Hoover, addressing the Nation from
Linceln, Nebr., said, among other things:

The second group of policies is: To retire submarginal lands
where people cannot make & living. Do it in the more effective
and humane way proposed by Secretary Hyde in 1932. Retard
new reclamation projects until the land can be used.

President Roosevelt, in a statement released March 1,
1936, hailed the Soil Conservation Act—substitute for the
A. A. A—as a measure which “seeks to salvage and conserye
the greatest values in human life and resources”, and,
among other things, said:

The new law has three major objectives which are inseparably,
and of necessify, linked with the national welfare. The first of
these aims is conservation of the soll itself through wise and
proper land use. The second is the reestablishment and main-
tenance of farm income at fair levels, so that the great gains
made by agriculture in the past 3 years can be preserved and
national recovery can continue. The third major objective is the
protection of consumers by assuring adequate supplies of food
and fiber now and In the future.

Saturday, March 21, 1936, Secretary Wallace released his
press statement to the morning papers setting forth the
national soil-conservation plan embraced in the recently
enacted Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment Act.
Since that release was received by the people of the Nation
through the agency of the press numerous meetings have
been held throughout the entire land under the direction of
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representatives of the Secretary and the Department of
Agriculture.

Tragedy stalks the land. The self-denial living of the
farm people in their struggle to eke out an existence on a
basis which will enable them to pay the high interest rates
and taxes necessary to hold title to their homes; the fore-
closure proceedings and loss of homes on the part of thou-
sands of farm folk; the lack of purchasing power due fo a
combination of many factors such as importation of food-
stuffs from other lands under reciprocal trade treaties, lack
of organization among farmers in the selling of their prod-
ucts, increasing loss of foreign markets due largely to stag-
gering overhead expense saddled on the backs of American
farmers, thus placing them in a noncompetitive position
with farmers of other lands, and the extravagant use of
public funds which directly result in the necessity of in-
creased taxes to replenish those funds for extravagant use.
This is the tragedy.

The great contest is now on between individual farmers
and groups and sections to see who shall receive the division
of the fund that has been made available for the purpose
of leasing, renting, or retiring certain acreage from direct
production. No one knows what the effect will be. Who
can answer as to how many thousand acres will be kept from
cultivation, how many will be shifted from soil depleters to
soil builders, or what the effect of it all will be on farm
prices. Already there is great controversy arising because
of a difference in opinion between soil experts, agronomists,
and others as to really what constitutes crops which deplete
the soil and which build up the soil. The rates of soil-
conserving payments vary to such a great extent as between
certain specified crops, and the maximum acreage with
respect to which payments will be made is so dissimilar that
great dissatisfaction will necessarily arise among the farm-
ers. That dissatisfaction is now very evident and groups
already have their representatives in Washington demand-
ing that the rates be changed and benefits shifted to a dif-
ferent basis than that announced by the Secretary on
March 21.

Apparently all students and authorities agree on the fact
that the United States faces a dangerous enemy in the forces
of soil erosion and fertility wastage. So recently the press
of the Nation has carried headlines setting forth vast and
staggering destruction by reason of the ravages of floods.
Stifling dust storms continue their havoc in the West and
Southwest—all of which emphasizes what is happening to
America’s food basket of the present and of the future.
Heretofore our supply of foodstuffs has been so plentiful
and so much fertile land has been available that it is most
difficult for us to visualize the millions of acres going the
way of the semideserts of other countries. When Secretary
Hyde made his report to President Hoover in 1932 he had in
mind what discussion and trial and error have so clearly
brought out during the past 4 years. Secretary Hyde also
had in mind that the semideserts of northern Africa and the
2aow waste and eroded lands of China were once fertile fields
which gave food to the teeming millions of human beings
of those lands. Nature’s balance between, on the one hand,
the beneficial influence of verdure of grass and tree that
hold moisture, and, on the other hand, the destructive in-
fluence of water run-off and dust-carrying winds was broken,
and those countries had to pay the price of lost soil. Today

" America is awakening to the same destructive influences at

work in this great land, and Secretary Hyde pointed it out
to us in 1932 before his retirement from the position as
Secretary of Agriculture.

Mr, Chairman, there appears to be a unanimity of opinion
that these forces must be halted. But how? That is the
question. It now appears that we have gone down the road
far enough to realize that neither the individual nor the
State can cope with the whole problem. If the solution of
the problem lies beyond any authority so far vested in the
Federal Government, we should lose no time in ascertaining
that fact. This becomes a most serious question for the
consideration of the two major parties of this country, be-
cause we are now on the eve of the national conventions, at
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which time the political platforms, which will certainly carry
agricultural planks, must be drawn for presentment to the
farmers of this country.

It is very interesting to take the March 21 release of the
Secretary of Agriculiure and the March 1 release of the
President and compare them with the following brief anal-
ysis of Senators Vandenberg and Dickinson and Messrs.
Hoogver and Landon:

SENATOR VANDENEERG'S PLAW

First. Provide complete tariff protection for crops sold for
domestic consumption by American farmers.

BSecond. Offer Government leadership in storing and ulti-
mately marketing surplus crops at the price they would
bring on world markets. This means that just as industry
with an export surplus sells at home at the domestic price
and sells abroad at the world price, so if the farmer can be
completely protected in a domestic price at home and a
world price for his exportable surplus he can approach
effective parity of opportunity.

EENATOR DICEINSON'S PLAN

First. Prevent confradictions in Government policy. Elim-
inate them. On the one hand, they seek to limift crop
production, while, on the other, they undermine still fur-
ther the position of agriculture. The subsidizing of activity
arising from the opening up of vast new tracts in the public
domain which under present conditions are neither needed
nor economic in character must be ended, not encouraged.

Second. The removal of all attempt at artificial bureau-
cratic regulation relating to crop limitations and a return
to the policy of Federal assistance in the development
of cooperative production and marketing organizations.
Strengthen self-government among the farmers and let this
be in a constitutional way and at all times conforming with
the evolution of our American institutions.

Third. Fulfillment of present ouistanding A. A. A. con-
tracts by the Federal Government.

Fourth. Stabilize present agricultural production through
Federal policies aimed at (a) retirement of marginal lands
from production and cultivation and the substitution of an
intelligent land-use program, and (b) stimulation of crop
diversification which will bring about better balanced pro-
duction. Grow furs as an illustration and stop annual im-
portation of $150,000,000 worth of these. Let this be the
move to stop underconsumption and wundernourishment
rampant in the United States today.

Fifth. Establish a broad program to restore farm export
markets. Apply principle of utilizing national purchasing
power abroad. Stimulate the exchange of goods along lines
successfully used by Great Britain in her Ottawa trade
agreements; this way our international trade can be rebuilt.
Meet world price differentials by allocating a proportion of
the customs revenues. Equalize world and domestic prices
at the custom’s barrier, not, as under the processing-tax
system, where equalization comes directly ouf of the pockets
of the American consumer.

Sixth, Stabilize the currency and fix the tariff policy,
definite in rates and protective of the American standard of
living. Cancel reciprocity agreements such as the Canadian
and Cuban trade treaties which lower tariff barriers on farm
imports. Discontinue program of scarcity while at the same
time encouraging imports of foreign-produced livestock,
grains, and other farm commodities.

EX-PRESIDENT HOOVER'S PLAN

He suggests a group of “aids” among which we find the
following Iisted:

First. Increase consumption of food by restoration of em-
ployment. This can come only with a balanced Budget,
stable currency, and credit.

Give the farmer our own home market. Adopt such sane
national policies as will again restore reasonable export
markets. Out of this group of aids we can restore demand
to many millions of fertile acres.

Second. Retire submarginal lands where people cannot
make a living. Do it in the more effective and humane way
proposed by Secretary Hyde in 1932. Retard new reclama-
tion projects until the land can be used.
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Third. Encourage cooperative marketing and those mar-
keting agreements which contribute to preventing “gl
in the “flow” to markets. The farm-credit machinery es-
tablished by Republican administration and by the New
Deal should be still further improved.

Fourth. Beyond these measures this farm situation is now
one where still further emergency measures pending general
economic recovery are necessary—doubly necessary as a new
road must be built whereby agriculture can get back on
solid ground from the quicksand of the New Deal.

Fifth. One new method is that instead of frying to find a
balance to agriculture by paying the farmer to curtail a
erop, we should endeavor to expand another crop which can
be markefed or which would improve the fertility of the
soil. We import vast quantities of vegetable oils, sugar, and
other commodities. There are industrial products that
could be infroduced by the American farmer. We need tfo
replenish our soils with legumes and restore coverages.

Reverse economy of scarcity to that of an economy of

The farmer must be entirely free to use his own skill and
judgment. Program to be handled by land-grant colleges be
free of politics and the vast bureaucracy now loaded upon
the farmer., Coordinated by a nonpolitical national board.
Cost to be borne by general taxpayer and not loaded on
backs of poor through some tax like the processing tax.

LANDON AGRICULTURAL PLAN

First. See H. R. 10757, introduced January 30, 1938, by Mr.
HorEe.

Second. Bill suggests a new basis and new plan to give
tariff equality to producers of surplus agricultural products
such as wheat, hogs, cotton, and tobacco. Instead of at-
tempting to make tariff on surplus crops actively effective,
plan is frankly based on idea that as far as its effects on
prices are concerned the producer of surplus commodities has
no tariff protection. His disadvantage consists in the fact
the price he pays for the things which he buys is enhanced by
the protective tariff on other commodities.

Third. Simple matter to ascertain approximately what pro-
portion of the cost price of the commeodities which the farmer
buys is due to the tariff. Plan provides the producer of sur-
plus commaodities should be given a tariff-equivalent payment
on that part of his production consumed domestically, which
is equivalent to the tariff costs which he bears. Use the tariff
itself to correct the disadvantages created by if.

Fourth. Secretary of Agriculture to use the 200 articles
used by Department of Agriculture in compiling its indexes
on farm purchasing power. Tariff Commission is to ascertain
the approximate amount which the tariff adds to the price
of those articles the farmer most commonly buys.

Fifth. If it were found that on an average the tariff adds
25 percent to the cost of the articles which the farmer buys,
a tariff-equivalent payment would be given to the producer
of export commodities amounting to 25 percent of that por-
tion of his sales which went into domestic consumption.

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I view this subject in the light of
what we have lived through the past 15 years, and further
with the above thoughts and plans before us, the agricul-
tural problem from (a) to (z) can be briefly summarized, as
follows:

(a) Is the Soil Erosion Act a satisfactory proposal?

(b) Shall the movement of people be back to the farm or
back to the city?

(e) Cooperatives: Shall they be strengthened, encouraged,
and perfected?

(d) Cost-of-production guaranty: What shall we do about
that?

(e) Crop loans: How shall they be financed; at what rate
of interest, and so forth?

(f) Debt: What shall we do with the great farm debi?

(g) Domestic-allotment plan and export debenfures:
What shall we do?

(h) Embargo on farm imports: Shall we stop them for
good or temporarily?

(i) Export bounty for agriculture: Shall we adopt that as
a policy?
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(j) Foreign markets: How shall they be recovered and
maintained?

(k) Frazier-Lemke farm mortgage refinance bill: What
shall be its destiny?

(I) Irrigation and reclamation: Shall present policy be
continued?

(m) McNary-Haugen plan: Can it be made to solve the
problem of marketing?

(n) Marginal lands: Shall they be purchased, leased,
rented, retired, or what?

(0) Packing and processing industry: Can the farmer ever
receive fair prices operating as heretofore and selling as a
disorganized unit? : s

(p) Price fixing: Relationship of farm and industrial com-
modities, - What?

(q) Processing taxes: Shall they be reinstated or forever
abandoned? =

(r) Production control: Shall it be exercised as a perma-
nent policy?

(s) Reciprocal-trade freaties: Shall they be abandoned or
continued?

(t) Rural resettlement: Shall this become a national pol-
icy? If so, to what extent and on what basis?

(u) Soil improvement: Shall we make it a national pol-
icy? Shall the State of Federal power be in control of the
program? Can the Federal power be exercised?

(v) Surpluses: Shall we prevent their accumulation, de-
stroy them, pool them, warehouse them on farm or in cen-
tralized State or Federal warehouses, dump them abroad,
establish the ever-normal granary, or what shall we do with
them if once produced? What method of financing and at
what rate of interest to the farmer?

(w) Tariff for farmer: Has he had the benefit of tariffs?
Has he been hurt by the tariff with relation to free imports,
surplus crops, and nonsurplus crops? Have the benefits pro-
vided by law been passed on to or extended down to the
farmer?

(x) Taxation for benefit of farmer: Shall we attempt this
as class legislation? Does the farmer want us to do so? 1Is
it permissible for the Federal Government to so act under
Constitution as now drawn? If adopted, will a constitu-
tional amendment be necessary?

(y) Unless legislation is enacted will agriculture grow
worse or work itself into a better position unaided?

(z) Shall the field be left to the survival of the fittest
and thus let competition solve the problem? Can the situa-
tion be remedied by legislative action?

These questions are before the Nation today. They are of
great importance to the agricultural worker and investor,
and certainly they are of great interest to the industrial
worker, who is almost entirely dependent upon the purchas-
ing power of the American farmer and those he supports.
The issue is now before us.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TARVER].

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, the people of the South
have been very much disturbed recently by the passage of
discriminatory legislation in Wisconsin, and the considera-
tion of such legislation in certain other States, notably the
State of New Jersey, where it is proposed to bar or impose
prohibitive restrictions upon the use or sale of oleomargarine,
in the supposed purpose of bringing about benefits to the
dairy industry. Cottonseed oil is one of the most important
constituents of oleomargarine, and the cotton growers of the
South are naturally very much concerned by the enactment
of any legislation which proposes to place a handicap upon
the marketing of their products. The result has been to
bring about in the South an organization of consumers,
known as the Southwide Association of Consumers. One of
its purposes is to bring about the removal of this discriming-
tory legislation and the defeat of similar pending legislation
and the banding together of consumers against the purchas-
ing and consumption of products from States which have
enacted legislation of the discriminatory character to which
I have referred. That is indeed a very unfortunate situation,
Everything possible should be done to facilitate the exchange
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of products between the agricultural sections of the country,
and the passage of legislation by States attempting to pre-
vent the purchase and consumption by their citizens of
legitimate and healthful food products is undemocratic,
un-American, and, in my opinion, unconstitutional,

Anything which is calculated to bring about a controversy
of this sort cannot fail to be harmful to all sections of the
country which may engage in that controversy. It is not
my purpose to pour fuel on the flames of the controversy,
but I have here a letter written by Hon. J. D. Beck, commis-
sioner of agriculture of the State of Wisconsin, and a reply
to that letter written by Mrs. R. L. Truman, of Atlanta, Ga.,
who is president of the Southwide Association of Consumers.
These letters present, I think, fully the respective conten-
tions of these two parties, and constitute information which
the House should have. I do not wish to enter into any de-
tailed discussion of the subject matter at this time, and,
therefore, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consenf that
there may be inserted in the Recorp in connection with my
remarks the two letters to which I have referred.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Georgia?

There was no objection.

The letters referred to are as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND MARKETS,
Madison, Wis., February 24, 1936.
Mrs. R. L. Tr

. R. UMAN,
1007-1008 Norris Building, Atlanta, Ga.

DeAr Mapam: I recently received a copy of your address before
the Hamilton Club, in Chicago, in what I believe can be termed
a defense of oleomargarine as a substitute for butter, though you
seem to deny that.

I wonder if you are familiar with the recent investigation made
by the University of Nebraska as to the food value of oleomar-
garine, This experiment showed that 69 rats were fed on butter
for a period of 8 weeks and that at the end of the experiment
they were all alive and they gained in weight from 46 to 90
One hundred eighty-one rats were fed oleomargarine. At the end
of the 8 weeks' period, all of them had died but 36. Twenty-
seven of these showed a loss In weight, while 9 showed an aver-
age gain of 25 grams. The Wisconsin College of Agriculture ob-
tained similar results from feeding rats filled milk—milk from
Eﬁm the butterfat had been extracted and vegetable olls

rted.

The charge has been made by dietitians that oleomargarine is
almost wholly lacking in vitamin A, a necessary element for
growth and development. Some oleomargarine companies have
therefore been trying to inject vitamin A into oleomargarine.
Thirty of the rats fed oleomargarine were fed that in which vita-
min A was supposed to have been added. Twenty-eight of these
died before 8 weeks had expired. Two still lived but showed a
loss In weight. These rats were not fed as sparingly of oleomar-
garine as those who were fed butter.

I also wonder if you are aware of the fact that this controversy
over oleomargarine and butter only involves about 4.3 percent of
the cottonseed oil produced in the country. I also wonder if
you are aware of the fact that in the 10 leading cotton States
of the Union the farmers of those States receive an income from

in excess of $4 for every $1 they obtain in income from
cottonseed oil, and that you are thereby putting up a fight against
one of the greatest industries of the South in behalf of 4.3 per-
cent of a product of secondary importance. I also wonder if you
are aware of the further fact that the southern growers are get-
ting but very little remuneration out of the production of cotton-
seed oil, but the remuneration is going to the manufacturers of
oleomargarine, who are g millions of dollars to carry on a
false campaign throughout both the North and South in the in-
terests of ol . I am wondering if these interests are
not the ones back of your organization, known as the Southwide
Association of Consumers. g

I am wondering, also, whether you are aware of the fact that
at one time 26 percent of the ingredients that went into oleo-
margarine were cottonseed oll and that the oleomargarine Inter-
ests themselves have done more to cut out the production of
oleomargarine from cottonseed oil than all the States put together;

‘in fact, they have done exactly what they and such organizations

as you represent are now accusing States of doing who want to
put out a healthful product to replace a product that is destruc-
tive of health.
Very truly yours,
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND MARKETS,
J. D. Becr, Commissioner,

BOUTHWIDE ASSOCIATION OF CONSUMERS,
Atlanta, Ga., March 25, 1936.

Hon. J. D. BEcxg,
Commissioner, Department of Agriculture and Markets,
State of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis.
Dear Mr. Beck: Your letter has not been replied to more promptly
because both Miss Gleaton and I have been out in the field organ-
izing consumer groups in the Southern States.
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In order that your letter and my reply may have as wide publicity
as possible, I shall send a copy of your letter and mine to each of
the Governors and commissioners of agriculture in the cotton-
growing States, to the leading southern newspapers, southern Con-
gressmen, to Governor La Follette, and to the dean of the College
ongricultumotW!sconslninorderthsttheymayseemetype
letter being sent out by the Commissioner of Agriculture of
State of Wisconsin.

You imply I am not sincere in saying that I am not advocating
margarine as a substitute for butter. I am advocating margarine
as a supplement to or an alternative for butter. 1 am anxious to
see

=4

price and that poor people would by some sort of legerdemain be
provided with an increased income with which to buy higher-
priced butter. You apparently leave out of the picture the vast
numbers of people below the poverty level who can't buy butter at
the present price, much less at a higher price. Have you any solu-
tion of the problem as to how really poor people may secure the
needed table fat to eat on their bread? Dry bread is rather chokey!

Your account of the experiment with feeding margarine to rats
at the University of Nebraska made me write for that report, which
I find very different from the portion of it which you quote. As
against your false interpretation of the experiment I would call
your attention to the research in your own university and to simi-
lar clinical research in numerous other universities in this country
and abroad, which shows that vegetable oils are as wholesome and
_ nutritious and as easlly digested as animal fats.

Frankly I am not at all interested in preserving the life of rats,
though you may have brought a wonderful discovery to light—the
fact that margarine kills rats by the wholesale! Perhaps the mar-
garine manufacturers should know about it, since they might find
it more profitable to sell margarine as a substitute for Rough-on-
Rats than as a “substitute” for butter! The United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture reports that American farmers lose more than
$200,000,000 & year by rats. Think what it would mean to the farm-
ers if they were to place large quantities of margarine in their barns
and other places where the rats work such havoc!

But, seriously, I am interested in helping the consumers of
limited income, the farmer who needs more income from his crops
and additional sources of income, and a more adequate diet for
everybody, especially those with very limited income, who now
have neither butter nor margarine.

Surely you must know that margarine is accepted by the medi-
cal authorities as equally as nourishing, as wholesome, as easily
digested as butter. If it were “destructive of health”, as you in-
dicate, the Pure Food and Drugs Administration of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture should put it off the market. Certainly if

it is not a wholesome food, there would have been some cases.

against it during the past year, when notices of judgment were
issued by the United States Food and Drugs Administration and
8,821 separate shipments of food were prosecufed in the Federal
courts of the United States as violations of the Pure Food and
Drugs Act. Of this number, not one was against margarine;
while 2,558, or 67 percent, involved shipments of cream and butter
(see copy of article reprinted from the March issue of Veterinary
Medicine, which describes these Federal cases against butter and
cream, under the caption “Filthy, putrid, moldy, rancid, and de-
composed”, enclosed). So, ycu see, it is not margarine, as your
letter would indicate, that is offending our pure-food laws.

Medical authorities, dietitians, and chemists tell us that mar-
garine Is just as easily digested as butter. Margarine is made of
vegetable or animal fats, milk, and salt—foods consumed daily by
millions of people. If they, in combination as margarine, have
ever destroyed the health of any individual, I've never heard of it.

Of course, you know, as I do, that the vitamin-A content of
butter is variable; that vitamin A is largely present only when
the cows are grazing on green grass, which is scarcely 6 months
of the year in your part of the country. The rest of the time
the butter manufacturers put in yellow coloring, which, I am
informed, s not vitamin A. How are consumers to know when
butter contains vitamin A and when coloring matter is added to
give the desired yellow tint to butter?

Yes; I know that vegetable-oil margarine has very little vita-
min A, but that is no reason to discount it. I have before me a
list of sources of vitamin A prepared by Dr. E. V. McCollum, the
discoverer of vitamins. They are, In addition to butter, the fol-
lowing foods found in abundance in the South and most parts
of the country: Green cabbage, green asparagus, carrots, chard,
collards, dandelion greens, kale, green lettuce, pumpkins, spinach,
turnip tops, Hubbard squash, sweetpotatoes, bananas, cantalopes,
cherries, tomatoes, and eggs.

Summed up, we are not dependent upon either butter or mar-
garine for our vitamin A.

You have asked me if I knew certain things. May I ask you
if you know that you have reversed your figures in the amount
of revenue which southern farmers receive from cottonseed and
from their dairying interests? The figures of the Department of
Agriculture are more nearly the reverse. Southern farmers get
more than four times as much from their cottonseed as they get
from their butterfat sales.

I would be glad to see southern farmers receive greater income
from both cottonseed (which has come to be 20 percent of the
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value of the cotton crop) and dairying, which is a growing indus-
try in this section of the country. If the restrictions were taken
from margarine, we would have need for about 35,000 more milk
cows to produce the milk in which the margarine would have to
be churned. So, you see, dairying in the South has nothing to
fear from the free manufacture of margarine. It has only to fear
the northern butter interests, who would put our southern dairy-
men out of business if they could, just as they are trying to
destroy the margarine interests.

Answering one of your statements, certainly the margarine peo-
ple have spent millions to dervelup and defend their industry.
What business of national scope has not? We will also admit the
margarine people have contributed to our campaign. We are
grateful for their help, and likewise for that of the cottonseed
crushers and refiners, the southern press, and other southern
groups and individuals who are supporting this worthy cause.
But I would like to remind you, Mr. Beck, of your gross unfair-
ness in referring to this effort on the part of the women of the
Bouth as a “false campaign.”

Would you contend that it is perfectly proper for the butter
manufacturers to finance a lobby, a racket of the character of the
Washington one, whose avowed purpose is to destroy markets for
farmers who happen to produce low-cost vegetable oils instead of
high-cost butterfat; whose achievements, be it said to the ever-
lasting shame of Congress, deprive possibly 40,000,000 American
consumers of the only table fat that is within their meager reach?
Would you contend that such financial support is holy and just
and in regular order, and at the same time condemn our con-
sumers' group for requesting the support of the processors of our
southern vegetable oils, in a cause which unselfishly seeks a
higher standard of living for the helpless consumer of this
country?

So far as funds are concerned, if you will secure and publish
in detail the sources of the campaign funds of the National Asso-
ciation of Butter Manufacturers, the National Dairy Union, the
National Dairy Council, and the Holman organization, we will be
proud to make public in like manner the names of all our members
and supporters!

You should know that only within the last 3 years was it dis-
covered that superior margarine can be made from cottonseed and
other domestic oils, Previous to this discovery little cottonseed or
other vegetable oil was used in the manufacture of margarine.
Now manufacturers are using these rich southern oils more and
more. What was done prior to the time of their adoption has very
little bearing on the situation as it exists today, or as it will be
in the years ahead.

I would warn you against the use of libelous language implying
that margarine is “destructive of health.” As I sald before, if it
15 destructive of health, the Federal Pure Food and Drugs Ad-
ministration should compel its withdrawal from the food markets
of the country. If it is a wholesome food, your unfair attack on
it should be reported to the Federal Trade Commission, so that
a cease-and-desist order may be issued against you and other
selfish interests for “unfair methods of competition.” It would
not be the first time that the butter interests have had a govern-
ment order issued against them for using untrue and unfair
methods against margarine.

In the final analysis, the South has always been, and we hope
will continue to be, a large consumer of your fine ‘Wisconsin
products, Rather than the unfriendly attitude you and your
legislature have recently demonstrated against us, would it not be
more constructive, and in the long run more to the advantage of
Wisconsin producers, if you would completely reverse your position
and seek a greater exchange of commodities between these two
great agricultural sections?

Yours very truly,
Maup PorrArp TRUMAN, President.
(Mrs. R. L. Truman.)

Mrs. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts [Mrs. RoGERs].

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I want to
draw the attention of the House to the fact that months ago
this country, through the Department of State, made a
gentlemen’s agreement with Japan that Japan should not
export so much cotton cloth to this country. I want to read
some staggering figures showing how Japan is just laughing
at us and is not keeping that agreement:

Imports of bleached cotton cloth from Japan for the yea.r
1935 were 5 times greater than in 1934, 117 times greater
than in 1933, and 584 times the imports 1'01- 1932,

Imports of printed cotton cloth from Japan for the year
1935 were 5 times greater than 1934, 7 times greater than
in 1933, and 814 times the imports for 1932.

The increase in importations of cotton handkerchiefs from
Japan show they imported 3% times as many in 1935 as in
1934, 44 times as many as in 1933, and 404 times as many
as in 1932.

Imports of cotton velveteens from Japan for 1935 were 21
times greater than in 1934, the only 2 years we have for a
basis of comparison, as little or none was imported prior to
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1934, Against the startling increase of competition at low
prices, the American mills can survive only if they have
adequate reserves to wait until the State Department forces
Japan to keep its gentlemen’s agreement, and as if the great
competition were not enough, we are about to be asked by
this administration to tax industry so it cannot accumulate
reserves in the future. Employers and employees of every
foreign nation have looked upon this country with envy and
admiration. They know that the workers in the United
States have been paid higher wages than labor in any other
nation in the world. Today they look upon us with amaze-
ment. They think we are allowing countries such as Japan
to take our trade from us, and they know that eventually it
will mean that our workers will be paid less in order to com-
pete with poorly paid foreign labor. If we continue, we shall
be the laughingstock of the entire world. Clever foreign
countries will gladly take advantage of us. We must halt
before it is too late.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts has expired.

Mrs. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr, Main].

Mr, MAIN. Mr, Chairman, last evening it was my privi-
lege and pleasure to listen to a radio program sponsored by
the National Education Association, bringing to our atten-
tion a matter which is before Congress and before the coun-
try. A bid has been made this afternoon by the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. BranTtoN] for the support of the gentle-
woman from Indiana [Mrs. JENcKES]. As far as I am con-
cerned, I choose to enlist under the banner of the gentle-
woman from New York [Mrs. O'Day] who contributed such
an interesting part to the program over the radio broadcast
of the National Broadcasting Co. last evening.

Mr. Chairman, I have been a teacher in the public schools
and a member of a Board of Education. I have four children
in the public schools in the District of Columbia. Iam some-
what disturbed over the current report that the Sisson bill
is not to come upon the floor of this House until April 27.
I wish the matter might be expedited and disposed of at
an earlier date.

It requires courage of a high order to admit making a
mistake., Apologies of any real significance are unnatural
and usually attended with difficulties. The mother of little
Johnny finally convinced him that he ought to apologize for
making a remark reflecting upon the intelligence of his
aunt, so he met the situation by going to the offended rela-
tive and saying: “Auntie, I am very sorry that you are so
stupid.”

With all due regard to our tumultuous tempestous Texan
of the Seventeenth District of the Lone Star State, I think
this Congress made a mistake when the “little red rider”
was piloted through the legislative forest of 1935 with its
basketful of complications.

When we repealed the Potato Control Act we said it is all
right again to raise potatoes in the rural districts of Amer-
ica. When, and if, we repeal the “red rider” clause some
people may think we are saying it is all right now to raise
hell in the school districts of our land.

It does not sound very well to say that Congress has re-
pealed the law providing “That hereafter no part of any
appropriation for the public schools shall be available for
the payment of the salary of any person teaching or advo-
cating communism.”

That piece of information separated from the context will
not make sense. If is hard to explain. It is an unnatural
position for the American patriot to take. It would have
been so much better if the original rider had not been in-
serted. I does not relieve the situation very much to say
to the gentleman from Texas, “I am sorry that you were
so stupid.”

I have said that it takes courage——

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
ahMr. MAIN., I am sorry I cannot yield. The time is too

ort.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that the gentleman, under the usage and custom here, should
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not refer to anyone in the way he has done unless he is
willing to yield.

Mr. MAIN. If the gentleman would like fo have me, I
will strike from the Recorp any suggestion of stupidity on
the part of the gentleman.

Mr. BLANTON. I was just calling the gentleman’s atten-
tion to the custom.

Mr. MAIN. I thank the gentleman.

I have stated that it takes courage to admit making a mis-
take. Perhaps I have a measure of that characteristic, per-
haps I am only rash and indiscreet. But by way of preface,
may I say that I was voluntarily inducted into the military
service at a time when I was in a deferred classification. I
was a practicing attorney with a wife and child. I asked
for admission to service with the field artillery. I wanted
to serve my country, and I am willing now, or at any later
time, to enter active military service to defend my country
against invaders from without, or from the attacks of
traitors within the boundaries of our Nation. I am an ex-
service man, a member of the American Legion, and I stand
ready to don the uniform again if my country calls. Of
course, I believe that Christian civilization should have the
genius and character to meet such issues without resort to
armed force. And I cannot share the apprehension or fear
the results anticipated by the alarmists in connection with
the alleged spread of communism in our country. We will
not tolerate the introduction of subversive doctrines in our
schools. But we should not interfere with factual presenta-
tion of current events. One of the thoughtful, progressive
teachers in my district asks the following question:

How can I teach my boys and girls what democracy is if I can-
not draw the contrasting pictures of what life under communism
and fascism is like?

An American by the name of Sidney Franklin, who has
received considerable notoriety as a bullfighter in Spain, is
reported to have said in a recent interview that it is not the
color of the matador’s cape that enrages the bull but the fact
that the cape is in motion. Mr. Franklin is further quoted
as saying that the bull has no discrimination as to color. But,
whether the bull sees red or not, whenever he sees a foreign
object in motion he charges pell-mell, snorting and bellow-
ing, usually to his own destruction.

Be that as it may, it will take a long time to convince the
average American that it is safe to wear a red shirt while
standing in an open field where a healthy bull is enclosed.
So also will it take a long time for the patriotic citizen in this
country to overcome the natural suspicion of anything that
is “red” politically.

However, there is a most remarkable development taking
place in Russia today. It will avail us nothing to refuse to
look at this development. It is commonly referred to as a
“red” movement, and is therefore offensive to the average
American. But it is motion in the Government of Russia,
and it seems to be an act of nearsighted color-blindness to
refuse to take account of that motion.

I am one of those who thinks the motion is in a backward
direction and not forward. I cannot believe that any good
will come to any nation that falls into the clutches of propa-
ganda aimed at the destruction of the church, or which’
smears scandal and blasphemy over the sacred things of
religion. Nor can I believe that there is any real program
of permanent safety for the nation which is moving toward
the ideal of the totalitarian state. The objective of society
patterned after the American ideal is the enrichment of life
for the individual. The essential unit of any program of
progressive government is the individual. The Government
is organized for the protection of life, liberty, and happi-
ness of the individual; and only in cases of national emer-
gency does the individual exist for the protection of the
State. This is the American ideal.

But the Soviet regime may be an improvement over the
political and economic conditions of old Russia. The Rus-
sians may be better off under their present Government than
they were under the autocracy of the Czars. These develop-
ments in Russia challenge the attention of thinkers and
students of government.




4872 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Every alumnus of the University of Michigan can well
remember the legend over the platform of old University Hall
taken from the ordinance of 1787 for the government of the
Northwest Territory:

Religion, morality, and knowledge being necessary to good gov-
ernment and the happiness of mankind, schools, and the means of
education shall forever be enoouraged.

This familiar declaration has been repeated in every draft
of the Constitution of the State of Michigan, and is doubt-
less found in many other State papers.

This is an enlightened age, and the school children of
America, including those in the District of Columbia, have
inquiring minds, and they will not be thwarted in their
search for information regarding current political history.
Our public schools have contributed largely to the develop-
ment and maintenance of the principles of democracy and
sportsmanship. These ideals in turn have been responsible
for the patient manner in which our people have endured
the hardships, privations, and disillusionments of the past
6 years. I want to say that the faculties of our schools
and colleges and the pupils of our public-school system
should not be insulted, or their intelligence or patriotism
questioned, by having laws enacted which are intended to
limit and thwart their natural right to information pertain-
ing to national affairs and international politics.

Smallpox and scarlet fever are destructive maladies that
affict the human race. Knowledge concerning ways and
means of spreading smallpox is dangerous knowledge in the
hands of a ruthless enemy of mankind. But the fact that
such information may be used improperly and criminally
does not justify a proposal to keep information concerning
the disease of smallpox away from the facully and students
of our schools. If a mad dog is running loose in the streets
of a neighboring village, it would be sheer folly to destroy all
textbooks on the subject of rabies. Instruction about com-
munism is one thing. Advocating its adoption in America
is an entirely different matter. Instruction concerning
smallpox and the information concerning the meaning of
infection are useful and lifesaving, but advocating the use
of such method of spreading the disease among human be-
ings would bring prompt imprisonment and criminal
prosecution.

There is no common-sense reason for denying to the
students of our public schools information about com-
munism and the means by which it is spread. But the ad-
vocacy or adopting it, or putting such means into effect in
our own Nation is something that can be easily handled
without laying ourselves liable to the charge of suppres-
sion of free speech, free press, and free people. Let our
schools and our pulpits ever remain unfettered agencies for
the dissemination of knowledge and information; but let it
also be known that the virus of communism is not to be
injected into the body politic any more than the serum
of smallpox is to be planted in the flesh and blood of our
children in the schoolrooms.

Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that the Sisson bill will
reach the floor of this House at an early date. The repeal
of this rider should be promptly achieved after full and
fair discussion on the merits.

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MAIN. I yield.

Mr, SCOTT. In thus entering the lists against the gen-
tleman from Texas, has the gentleman from Michigan, too,
lowered his visor?

Mr. MAIN. I am afraid I am not familiar with the
terminology used by the gentleman from California, but I
am glad to be enlisted along with him, as well as with the
gentlewoman from New York, in opposition to this, the little
“red rider.”

[Here the gavel fell.]l

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MoriTzl.

Mr. MORITZ. Mr. Chairman, I have been listening a
great deal lately to the controversy on communism. I, too,
have been a school teacher in the public schools, and I have
yet to meet one feacher who is even sympathetic toward
communism,
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I came here this affernoon, however, to speak about a
remedy for communism, if there is one, You never heard
of communism from any citizen who has his heart and his
soul centered on his family and his home. Make the people
home owners and you will never have any problems along
this line, because their hearts and their souls will be wrapped
up in their homes and their families. They will be real
American citizens. It is only the lodgers, the boarders, and
the transients who have tendencies, if you please, to disrupt
the Government. Our action here should be toward en-
couraging the owning of more homes, What have we done?
The only bill that has been introduced along this line is
one to make the farmer’s interest less; namely, the Frazier-
Lemke bill, and we cannot even gef that up to debate, much
less to a vote.

We should pay attention to the owners of homes. In
most instances those who pay 6-percent interest cannot
pay anything on the principal. They are losing their houses
every month, Let me tell you the facts in Pittsburgh.
Every month in Pittsburgh, just before the sheriff’s sales,
the papers carry four pages of houses advertised for sale
through distress. This has been going on for at least 3
years, and it means that the home owner who put his life
savings of $2,000 or $3,000, for example, info a home as an
equity, giving a mortgage for $6,000, is wiped out and ceases
to be a home owner. I find no fault with what we have tried
to do, namely, the work of the Home Owners’ Loan Corpora-
tion, but, Mr. Chairman, we are not doing anything at all to
lessen the burden of interest.

THE INJUSTICE OF 6 FERCENT TODAY

The most unfortunate men in the United States are those
of the middle class who worked and saved for a rainy day
and old age. They did not put their savings into foreign
securities or tax-exempt bonds. They put their savings into
dwellings and storerooms built by American labor from
American material. These men rendered a service to so=-
ciety by supplying homes for those who could not build their
own. Most of the buildings have been encumbered with
mortgages bearing 6-percent interest, In normal times the
owners could pay 6-percent interest and other charges and
still have a balance left. That balance was the purchasing
power of hundreds of thousands of families, many of them
widows, orphans, and aged. Let us see what happened to
that purchasing power,

Since the financial crash of 1929 rents have been going
down, and during the last 3 years rents have been about 45
percent of the 1929 rates. This drop was not due to over=-
production of housing and stores, but to lack of jobs, re-
duced wages, and bankruptcies. Owners allowed tenants to
live for many months, and in some cases years, without pay-
ing a single dollar. Many houses and stores have been
vacant, and many storekeepers have only been paying a com-
mission of their receipts, which is far from enough to pay
6-percent interest on the mortgage, plus taxes and repairs.
In some poor districts the relief agencies paid for the families
on relief a rental sufficient to cover only taxes and fire insur-
ance. And so the owners of renting property carried the
burden of the peoples’ inability to pay rents based on 6 per=
cent for both mortgagee and mortgagor, and there the pur-
chasing power of the owners became only a memory. The
money lenders started wholesale foreclosures. In hope of
rescuing their life savings invested in buildings, owners sold
everything they could and borrowed to the limit on their life
insurance—most of them wound up without their life insur-
ance and without their property.

The Federal Government came to the rescue of the man
who lived in his small home, millions were poured out to
save the railroads, but the hundreds of thousands of citizens
who owned renting property on which the family depended
for their food, clothing, and other necessities have been left
to the tender mercy of the money lenders.

I was informed, on good authority, that more than 75 per-
cent of all rents are now in the possession of the large banks
and trust companies. They took it in the following ways:
First, by foreclosings; second, by compelling owner to assign
his rents to them; third, by simply notifying the tenants that
the bank or frust company is mortgagee in possession;
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fourth, by compelling the owner to make the real-estate
department of the bank agent with full power to handle the
property. When the owner signs that-agreement he may as
well kiss his property good-bye.

While the owners lost control of their property and small
real-estate offices lose rent-collection business, the banks
benefit by letting their own real-estate desk or department
rake off §5 from every hundred dollars rent that is con-
signed to them. The banks insure the property in their own

gency and earn the commission which formerly was earned
iy some individual in the insurance business.

The following case is a fair example of the ruthlessness of
most of the money lenders in control of concentrated
wealth.

A man who owned 16 houses—covered by one mortgage—
in which he had an equity of over $60,000, had this experi-
ence. When rents went down and he could not pay his
6-percent interest, the frust company compelled him to
assign all rents to them. He, his wife, and four children
occupied 1 of the 16 houses, for which he had to pay rent.
When he was 4 months behind in his own rent the trust
company foreclosed on all the 16 houses, and his family
was thrown out on the street.

Thousands of such acts are occurring all over the country.
These acts, unfortunately, are legal; but are they just?
Are they moral? No; such unfairness is the cause of class
hatred and disrespect for law. People cannot understand
why a law cannot be framed to stop foreclosures—most of
which are legal banditry—until the finances of the country
have been put in a normal condition. People cannof under-
stand why the bankers have a right fo reduce payment on
saving deposits from 4 percent to an average of 2 percent,
and mortgagees still insist on the old pound of flesh of
§ percent. The bankers are keen enough to know that
present wages and business earnings do not warrant it.

If the racket of mortgage foreclosures is allowed to con-
tinue, the time will soon come when 90 percent of our people
will be the feudal tenants of the money barons.

Foreclosures not only deprive people of their last hope to
salvage something from the financial crash, they do more
than that; foreclosures reduce other property to the sheriff-
sale price—without reducing the rate of interest. Fore-
closures leave on record judgment bonds which destroy the
credit and business future of hundreds of thousands of our
best citizens. The fear of foreclosure keeps people from
making repairs and improvements and will scare people
away from building or buying real estate for many years
to come.

If mortgagees would now be made to accept 3-percent in-
terest and leave the balance of the 6 percent to the owners,
more purchasing distribution and less hoarding would be the
biessing granted the forgotten men. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CrROwE].

Mr. CROWE. Mr. Chairman and Members of the Commit-
tee, I shall talk for just a few minutes on the subject of con-
tinuance of forest-land acquisition. In neither this country
nor any other country is wealth produced where there are
no natural resources, Natural resources consist of soil, ores,
forest and stream, one of the greatest being forest. Forests
can be replaced. We have started late with forest-land
acquisition. Our purchases should be accelerated. De-
nuding the hillsides leaves the soil open to erosion, which
fills the channels of streams. The hard earth and stone
do not retain the water, so floods are the result, followed
by drought. The natural resources must be rebuilt or pov-
erty comes. Forests are the greatest of all natural re-
sources. Ten to twenty years’ growth with reasonable cul-
tivation on small timber will produce great amounts of
valuable timber. I am interested in seeing a continuance
of land purchases for the national forests and national re-
serves. The water table of the United States has been low-
ered 6 to 25 feet during the past 25 years, due mostly to
removal of forests, grass from the plains, and so forth. It
is high time we repair our mistakes. In my State in par-
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ticular we have started the acquisition of some 800,000 acres
in four districts of approximately 200,000 acres each. About
35,000 acres have been purchased, but they are not con-
tiguous. To make them contiguous 65,000 additional acres
have been placed under option. When these options have
been taken up and the land purchased this vast acreage can
be handled and operated at a minimum of expense; other-
wise there will be considerable loss. Roads and firebreaks
must be made. Underbrush removed and dead and decayed
trees taken out to provide room for a new growth. To leave
our areas now purchased and not continue further purchase
would be folly.

In addition to that, the farmers who have optioned their
land fo the Government expect the Federal Government to
buy this land. If the land is not bought, they will, there-
fore, be disappointed. And why should they not be disap-
pointed? We all know an option is simply an option. It
does not bind one fo buy. However, in case of the Federal
Government taking an option it is different. Government
agents came into southern Indiana and made known to the
poor farmers that they were taking options for the Govern-
ment and held out the expectation of the Government buy-
ing their land. Many went ahead with other programs,
made other contracts on the firm belief the Government
would exercise the right of their options, and that in due
time they would receive their money. The very least that
could be done now would be the purchase of the 65,000 addi-
tional acres now optioned.

These farmers did not go to the Government agents, in
the first place, and ask them to sell the land to them. The
Government agents went to these farmers, proposing to buy
it, and asked for the option. I have taken this matter up
recently with the Secretary, Mr. Wallace, and also with the
President of the United States by letter, and I ask unani-
mous consent to insert at this point in the Recorp copies of
these two letters.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Indiana?

There was no objection.

WasHiNGTON, D. C., February 28, 1936,
Hon. HENRY A. WALLACE,
Secretary of Agriculture, Washington, D. C.

My DEAr Mr. Warrace: I, along with a group of other Congress-
men, am interesting myself in the matter of the continuance of the
Forest Service, and have been active in asking for $25,000,000 for
its continuance. I believe this program one of the most meritorious,
if not the most, of any part of the New Deal program, in that it is
laying groundwork for the ultimate restoration of a very substan-
tial part of the resources of our Nation, as far as timber and sofl
are concerned, and, as you know, these resources have been fast
depleted.

- Last year, through out efforts, together with work in conjunction
with some Members of the Senate, an additional $12,000,000 was
added to the Forest Service, mostly to be used in the purchase of
timberlands. This work is now well under way, with many units
purchased here and there. To leave it now uncoordinated would
result in tremendous loss. A skeleton organization would, of
course, be maintained, but the actual results really producing
timber and the bettering of the forests would be small unless the
program is fully carried out.

Prior to the depression many millions of dollars’ worth of logs
and lumber were Imported into the United States because of the
lack of forests and forest lands. I have had reports they have run
as high as $375,000,000 per year along in the years of 1924-28.
Whether the amount is that much or more or less, in any event
when times are prosperous it amounts to an enormous sum, all of
which could be saved, and all of that money could be kept in the
United States if our forests would be rebuilt and brought to a
maximum growth.

In my state and principally in my district, four large areas have
been laid out, in which it has been the purpose to purchase a total
of some 800,000 acres of forest lands averaging around or near
200,000 acres to the area. The total purchase to date in these
four areas amount to 34,000 acres and nearly equally distributed
among the four areas. This, as you will note, is a very small
percentage of the total, and these lands purchased, if left at this,
would certainly not be in coordinated, compact groups. Many
more thousands of acres have been optioned, and it isn't a matter
that these people have come to the Government begging to sell
their land, but through the agencies of the Government they have
been contacted and asked to option their land. To curtail the
work at this time, it occurs to me, would be a shameful waste
and would give an appearance of starting a thing and not carrying
through. Good business requires that good, well-laid-out plans
be continued and completed.
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This, I submit, is a good and worth-while program and should
be completed.

May I not urge upon you that you lend your weight and assist-
ance toward the completion of this program and to the end that
sufficient funds may be allocated for this work?

I will appreciate your reply.

Respectfully,
EuceENE B. CrowE, M. C.

CoNGRESS oF THE UNTTED STATES,
House oF REPRESENTA

TIVES,
Wmmgton, D. C., February 24, 1936.
President Frawxry D,

The While Houas, Washington, D.

Dear Mr. PrestpENT: I am much disturbed over repm'ts that the
Forest Service is to be greatly reduced in the near future and
that the operations of this Service Is to be greatly curtailed.

Last year a group of we Members of Congress took the initiative
to do some organization in this matter, followed by a conference
with some Members of the Senate, and efter which a committee of
Senators called on you, and following that an additional $12,000,-
000 was placed for the use of this Service. This money was most
gratefully received and, in my opinion, there is no money which
you and this Congress can spend which will go further or do more
good than that money has and will do.

May 1 not respectfully and earnestly request, Mr. President, that
no less than §25,000,000 be set aside for the continuance of this
work? Your program of recovery is outstanding. It is bringing
results easily seen, I belleve, by people in all walks of life and in all
forms of endeavor. I belleve the Forest Service and your program
of conservation of sofl, land development, upbuilding of forest and
stream, together with the C. C. C. work, is out in front of all the
programs which you have laid out. Let us, then, not sidetrack
such a splendid program as these two programs, which would give
mapmramemmememydmrﬁngp:mmmtmymg

m out.

For instance, In Indiana 4 areas have been laid out, totaling
some 800,000 acres. Of this amount. purchased or in course of
purchase, are 34,000 acres. Without a continuance of this
gram, only a small bit more could be purchased, which would
mean that the Federal Government would have spots here and
there of small areas, and the plan would ultimately fall through
with and become a dismal failure.

I urge, Mr. President, a continuance of this program and a pro-
gram of going through with the purchase of these thousands and
millions of acres of forest lands by the Federal Government. On
these lands then belonging to the Pederal Government will be
room for much labor with which to continue the C. C. C.

Let's m:% agre%tPrEsidin:ﬁ cmn o}f)m-t.s of your program which are
among the , if not the , of your splendid recovery program.

With kindest regards, I am,

Very respectfully,
EvceENE B. CrowE, M. C.

Mr. SHORT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CROWE. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. SHORT. Since I have three national forests in my
district, I am vitally interested in this problem. I would
like to know if there are further funds available for the
purchase of additional land that has already been set
aside?

Mr. CROWE. I may say that in the Senate an amend-
ment has been placed in the appropriation bill which will
come back to the House conferees. I hope when the con-
ferees consider the amendments which have been placed in
this bill by the Senate that they will accept the amendment
which provides $10,000,000 for the purchase or acguisition
of various lands in order that the program may continue
and not be curtailed tremendously, as it will be without this
money. This program is not only important to approxi-
mately 100 Members who have forest areas, but it is of great
importance to every man, woman, and child in the United
States. Not only is that true, but coming generations will
rise up and call you blessed.

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CROWE. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman realizes, of course, that
there are permanent appropriations made every year under
the Clarke-McNary Act for this very purpose?

Mr. CROWE. Yes.

Mr, SHORT. Are all funds exhausted at the present
time?

Mr. CROWE. The funds are not exhausted at the present
time, but nearly so, and there will not be enough to carry
forward the program this year.

Mr, SHORT. Does the gentleman think that $10,000,000
will be a sufficient amount?
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Mr. CROWE. Ten million dollars would suffice for the
year 1936. Should the conferees successfully resist this $10,-
000,000 amendment, then I favor seeking to earmark con-
siderably more than that amount in the coming one and one-
half billion relief legislation.

This forest land should be owned by the Government in
such amounts as to furnish all possible areas for the men in
the C. C. C. camps to have federally owned land to work on.
Those men are paid by taxes collected from all the people,
Their work as far as possible should be on property owned
by all the people.

[Here the gavel fell.l

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr, KEnneEYl.

Mr. EENNEY. Mr. Chairman, it is the function of gov-
ernment to lend its aid and credit in times of stress. This
administration has performed this function. It has rendered
yeoman service to agriculture, commerce, industry, and
banking. It has given its aid and lent its credit to preserve
our varied American institutions.

At the outset of the present administration even the credit
of the United States Government was imperiled. But the
administration so conducted itself as to bring about a speedy
restoration of confidence and the solidarity of the credit of
the United States, enabling it to spring to the relief of the
States and municipalities and the instifutions and people
of the country.

Anyone who heard the speech of the chairman of the
Committee on Agriculture this afternoon can well appreciate
what this Government has done for the farmers and those
who work on the farms of the Nation and what this admin-
istration has done toward saving their farms to the farmers.

Mr. Chairman, our farm and commodity prices have risen.
They are quite satisfactory to the farmer at the moment.
To maintain them, industry must advance and prosper.
Business is better; there is business now where there was
little before the advent of this administration. In industry
we find a vast improvement. Security prices have climbed
up from the depths, standing out favorably in contrast with
the callapse of values at the beginning of this administra-
tion. This administration has aided industry; but labor is
not obtaining its just share of the improvement in business
by way of new jobs for our people.

Meanwhile we have provided work for a large army of
unemployed. Men accustomed fo work must have work,
and this administration, even at much expense and cost, has
provided jobs for millions who have not been able to obtain
work in ordinary fields of employment. To do this costs
money, our people’s money, making necessary the tapping
of new sources of revenue for additional taxes to meet the
bills. It is essential, therefore, that Congress lend the aid
and do all in its power to promote industry, especially infant
industries, as a means of reducing unemployment in indus-
try to a minimum.

The Congress is charged with the duty of solving the
unemployment situation. Once that is done we shall have
found a cure for all the troubles of this Nation. In order
to do that we will have to get people back to work in private
industry. In past generations the steamboat, the railroad,
and the automobile developed cycles in business. Progress
and prosperity followed. So I am of the opinion that avia-
tion will bring about a new business eycle in this country.

But it took years and years for the full development of
the railroads, steamboats, and automobiles. We want avia-
tion, an infant industry, to accomplish a needed, speedy
development.

We should give special assistance to this new, important
industry. Yet we have been doing very little for aviation.
The appropriation for the Bureau of Air Commerce this
vear is $255,200 more than last year. But last year's appro-
priation failed of requirements. For instance, in my State
at Newark, which is a part of the port of New York distriet,
is located the busiest airport in the country. There is a radio
beam south of the airport. But there is none to the north.
The result is that we find a bottle-neck condition on foggy
days, for all planes from every direction have to go south of
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the airport to locate that beam. The large number of planes
leaving and landing are consequently subjected to great
hazards which should be eliminated by the installation of
other radio beams placed at points like Teterboro to the
north. The Department of Commerce did not have the
funds to provide even one additional beam at a cost of ap-
proximately $16,000, according to information given to me.
Whether the appropriation in the bill under debate will aid
our air commerce materially remains to be seen.

We must not lose sight of the importance of aviation, to
which we should give material assistance and encourage-
ment; nor should we neglect to make provision for the edu-
cation of our people, especially the youth, as to the ever-
growing value of the plane and its uses.

Education has been the cornerstone upon which our busi-
ness cycles have developed. History records instances
where men feared to ride on a railroad train running at a
slow rate of speed, and in my time I remember men who
were afraid to ride in automobiles going 20 miles an hour.

It is for us to foster and not retard the development in
aviation. We can do it in many ways, including the enact-
ment into law of a bill introduced by me in the House au-
thorizing the Commissioner of Education in the Department
of the Interior to conduct a study and make available to
the public schools of the country an adequate and approved
course of instruction in aviation.

The Senate passed the bill last week. We should lose no
time in passing it in the House. Only a few days ago word
came from Italy that training in aviation for its youth was
made compulsory. The purpose behind the law is to build
up a reserve body and special technicians. My bill would not
be compulsory in any sense, but would provide accurate and
comprehensive aviation courses for such schools as might
apply for them. Up to now attempts at feaching in the
public schools have failed of their objective, save in one
instance known to me, and the reason has been the lack of
an adequate course, the unwise selection of equipment, and
unsuitable textbooks. By encouraging aviation in this way
we shall lay a foundation for an air-minded nation, out of
which will come pilots and enthusiasts from the schools and
technicians from the colleges, whose representatives are
meeting here this week at the convention of the National
Intercollegiate Flying Conference. Private ownership, per-
haps, in volume will follow. Many schools are interested in
teaching aviation, but so far only the Teaneck High School
in New Jersey, in my district, has been successful in estab-
lishing an aviation instruction course. Major Norwood, the
instructor in aviation, brought this about. The Government
should launch upon the undertaking of outlining a course
and keeping it up to date for the benefit of commercial de-
velopment and national defense.

It is interesting to note the results at Teaneck, where regis-
tration for aviation class opened January 1, 1934.

Major Norwood has developed 5 licensed pilots, 20 solo stu-
dents, and now has 20 dual student pilots. The class is open
to only juniors and seniors in the high school. From this
may be derived interesting figures as to the possibilities of an
adequate and comprehensive course in general use.

Teaneck High School has a total enrollment in the two
classes affected of 350 boys. It has produced 25 actual pilots
and 20 students of varying amounts of experience. If such a
plan should be adopted in the high schools of the Nation, with
their 4,000,000 students of these grades, we could produce
thousands of pilots who would have in addition to their com-
mercial value, a value for national defense that would make
the small cost of development of no consequence.

And now, Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to in-
clude a prospectus prepared by Major Norwood which should
be of interest to the country. The prospectus is as follows:

INTRODUCTION

This prospectus has been prepared with a view of supplying the
type of Information concerning aviation instruction which has
been solicited by letters of inquiry from many parts of the United
States and several foreign countries,

For some time educators have considered the advisability of
introducing aviation in the modern high-school curriculum. The
sporadic efforts in this direction, however, were doomed to failure
largely from lack of an adequate course of study, the unwise selec-
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tion of equipment, and unsuitable textbooks. Urged by an impelling
persistence that extended over a 3-year period when this work
was conducted as an extra-curricula activity, the high school at
Teaneck, N. J., surmounted these major obstacles, and in January
1934 successfully established a department of aviation in ifs
curriculum.

The success which has attended this course of instruction—from
the standpoint of safety, student and parental popularity, quality
of instruction, and results obtained accords Teaneck High School
the distinction of being the first successful pioneer in the field
of aviation training in secondary schools.

1. A CoursE IN AVIATION FOR SECONDARY SCHOOLS

From the very beginning of the public schools in this country
there has been an element of progressiveness in education. As
long as idealism and practical interest exist among educational
thinkers our schools will advance, not keeping step with, but
closely following the advancing civilization in which the student
must move,

THE NEED OF THE COURSE

The student of secondary-school age is infensely interested in
the modern trend of the outside world. It is as unfair to insist
that he accept the educational program of his father as it would
be to ask his father to scrap the telephone, the dictaphone, and
modern business equipment and conduct his work as his father
did.

With air transport lines flying millions of miles on schedule ,
yearly, passengers and goods moving through the air at high speeds
to step up the tempo of modern commerce, our school boys and
girls, as future citizens, will require an adequate knowledge of
aviation. Shall they be given this information in the high school
under proper supervision or will we deny them this and force
them to acquire it from unsupervised and often dangerous sources.

The student of today is, in most instances, an intense, serious
worker who knows what he wants and is always willing to meet
the school half-way if given modern, interesting work to do. He
will absorb the instincts of fair play, self-reliance, self-control,
and honest workmanship if imparted through subjects which he
eagerly desires.

One has only to visit any airport from the large, modern plant
to the small “pasture lot” field to recognize that young America is
eager to learn the science of flying. Therefore, an adequately
planned aviation course, taught by a well-trained teacher, appears
to be a desirable unit in any modern secondary-school program.

EDUCATION AS ACTIVE PARTIPATION

Dr. Harold Rugg has sald that “Modern pedagogy conceives of
subject matter not as a body of printed material to be learned,
but as a series of experiences.” This is the basic principle which
has been applied to the development of our course of study in
aviation. The students learn by doing.

First, of course, the student must have a purpose. It must be
his purpose, and he must entertain it with enthusiasm. He must
be given practical proof of the theories expounded in the class-
room, and the work must be so organized and arranged that he
will find the actual process of learning an interesting adventure.
We have discovered that these elements have functioned effectively
in our present course of study.

THE CORRELATION OF MANY SUBJECTS

By the very nature of the sclence of aeronautics it is necessary
that the student of aviation have a general knowledge of many
other subjects. The Teaneck Course in Aviation has been devel-
oped with this thought in mind. An effort has been made to
correlate the units of the course with those subjects of the regular
cwrriculum to which they are allied. For example, in the unit
on aerodynamics, Boyle's law, as taught in the subject of physics,
is applied to air flow; Newton's law of motion, to airfoil action;
the law of levers, to stabilizer action, etc. In the unit on aircraft
structure, the subject of physics is again correlated with such
&plc& as the strength of truss forms, tensile strength of metals,

The general school work is further correlated and amplified by
the practical application of high-school algebra to the solution of
lift-drag formulas; the application of geometric theorems to length
and shape problems of aircraft structure. Chemistry enters into
the fuel and lubrication studies; geology is made more alive in the
work done in airport and general terrain survey, as well as in the
study of “surface conditions affecting the aircraft compass.”

Hyglene as taught in school work is applied in the practice of
keeping the body in proper condition for the demands made upon
it by fiight, while the regular work in English is augmented by
frequent practice in the development and delivery of technical
papers before the class and the defense of theories in debate.

Not only is the element of correlation utilized in our present
course of study, but an effort has also been made to utilize methods
of presentation used by the teachers in the above-mentioned sub-
Jects of the regular school curriculum. TUnless this is done, con-
fusion will result in the minds of the students, and their under-
standing of the scientific and mathematical processes and solutions
will be rendered more difficult.

II. Tae CONTENT OF THE COURSE

In organizing the material for this course special attention has
been glven to the problem of selecting only such material as will
vitalize the work and appeal to the student’s interest. The selec-
tion of such material has also been so organized that the average
student of secondary-school age will find the subject matter not
too advanced for his high-school level, but also profitable to the
extent to which it is pursued.




size and section. An aerodynamic balance is used in the laboratory
to demonstrate the lift-drag ratio of several types

to ohserve the changing affect of speed, s well as the angle of
attack. With this equipment the students are also enabled to note
the design and use of control surfaces.

AIRCRAFT STRUCTURE
Another unit of the course covers

, the factor of safety and
ture, The tubing system is studied in relation to its diagonal and
longitudinal members. Various tests are made on strength of ma-
terials, bolted and welded fittings, and such specialized subjects as
hydraulic shock absorbers, control-operating systems, rigging wires,
and struts.

METEOROLOGY

, being most important to the airman, is also incar-
porated in the course of study. The student is given a thorough
mmﬂmmmdwmmmgmhmmmw
tinderstan whylmu{mlmshihuﬂonnthutmrmmuf
the earth is the primary cause of air flow and weather. Thermal
and contour cuwrrents are studied as well as relative and actual
humidity; the formation of rain, hail, sleet, and snow; cloud for-
mations with their cause and indications; and the formation and
movement of areas of high and low pressure are observed over long
The student is taught to analyze a weather map as issued by
the Government, considering such points &8s movement of “lows",
wind direction and velocity, position of isobars, dew
point, and cloud formations. At the conclusion of this study
each student is required to report on the conditions expected
along a definite line of flight over an 8-hour period.

AVIGATION

Realizing that avigation Is a subject often neglected in flight
schools, Mumthubemdwdopedmammplmmqotthme
systems: piloting, dead reckoning, and celestial avigation. The
student ia taught the methods used in projecting various types of
maps and charts, the interpretation of the airway map and the
running sheet, and technique of map and chart work. The com-
pass is studied in relation to its errors and limitations, and in
relation to the use of the watch and airspeed indicator in “dead
reckoning.”

Cons!.lc}lga-ahle time is-given to the study of the earth's division

problems in nautical astronomy, and adequate practice is afforded
in their use to enable the student to become proficient in locating
position by the sun or stars, measuring beights by triangulation,
and surveying airports.

POWER FLANTS

While it is not felt that the engineer or pilot need have a de-
tailed knowledge of the actual work of main his power

part. Regular onmﬁalmpleaqjustmts
y groups of students after various maladjustments have

made and recorded by the instructor; and the student is
taughttomakepmperentﬂesln&hemgmeandnmpiagbm
by the Government.

III. THE GENERAL OUTCOMES OF THE COURSE

With the unprecedented advance of air transport today, touching
does every phase of social and business activities, no person
can ardtoremnlnlg:narantofst]zastsomebac of avia-
tion knowledge; this course has been built about four major

outcomes—the cultural, scientific, vocational, and

TEE CULTURAL OUTCOME

Anypersoncanohtsinnhett&rnpmdaﬁonofthebeauﬂesoi
mmofnumnumelpmemm
in flight practice. The knowledge, habits, and skill
developedinsmhwurkmugomrmthemrmntmnoctmch
character traits as confidence, open-mindedness, tolerance,
judgment. Then, too, these elements will be irresistibly mﬂected
in his social, economic, and political life.
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THE SCIENTIFIC OUTCOME

For the student of science this course acts as a preparation for
advanced work in such subjects as properties of materials, me-
chanics, action of gases, applied mathematics, and many allied
subjects. The presentation of such subjects as physics, astron-
omy, chemistry, and trigonometry in a practical manner, covered
with the sugar coating of interest, will develop habits of study
which will be of great value in college or engineering school.

THE VOCATIONAL OUTCOME

For the student who cannot pursue his studies further in the

university, this course will lay a definite foundation for a career

student the primary stage of

ugh all the theory needed for a pilot's

uce:nse A student should be able to leave high school with a

commercial pilot’s license and be prepared to enter at once into
productive aviation.

THE PHYSICAL OUTCOME

No one who has observed the aviation class in advanced stages
can doubt the value, from a physical standpoint, of this type of
training. The wery nature of the work, with its constant activity
in the clean, pure air of the higher altitudes, together with the
knowledge that a pilot must keep fit for quick and mental-
muscular coordination, all combine to develop the students in
clean-living, cool-headed, bright-eyed youngsters who are living.

THE COMMERCIAL VALUE OF THE COURSE

When one compares the value received from this course with the
total cost there is no doubt of its desirability. When we think of it
in terms of preparation for engineering colleges, as preliminary
training for actual self-support, as an asset in general business and
social life, and as a method of a sound body and the
habit of keeping it sound, its commercial value becomes evident.

IV. THE PSYCHOLOGY OF THE COURSE

In this work the most powerful force known to educators is
called into service, namely, that the student learns by doing. The
power of Interest, with its accompanying desire for knowledge. is

used to its fullest extent, and the principles of growth are fully
provided for. 'Ihepmemmskmgnterslnwtheactualmght
tnlnlxg and the entire course has been built along the unit sys-

tem, making the course profitable to the extent to which it is
pursued. And, finally, the grade placement of materials has been
mamngedmatthemkisatanumucmdimtedwlthmegen-
eral school work,

V. THE TEACHER AND THE COURSE

To accomplish the best results in this specialized subject the
administration must give careful thought to the selection of the
instructor. He must have a th knowledge of the practical
as well as the theoretical side of aviation. He must be, by law,
2 transport pilot with a Federal license for instruction of students
in flight. But this is not enough. He must understand and like
young people; he must understand classroom work, and be first
and always a teacher.

The size of the classes should be controlled by the facilities at
hand, but it has been found that classes composed of & greater
number than 35 students cannot be handled with the proper de-
gree of efficiency. Therefore it is suggested that classes be com-
posed of not more than 30 carefully selected students.

VI. MATERIALS NEEDED FOR COURSE

Contrary fo general opinion, the material needed for classroom
work is not costly. Much of the laboratory equipment of a
modern high school may be adapted to aeronautical use, and the
few pleces of special equipment needed may be procured at any
airport or constructed in the school shop.

FIELD WORK

For field work in aviation the class needs only a “school type”
bubble sextant, two cheap watches for use as chronometers, and
a supply of maps, charts, and plotting sheets that may be purchased
from the Government at low cost.

mmam MATERIAL

Such special material as wim
hydraulic shock
cured by the pilot-
material may be procured at extremely low cost if the material list
as given in the course outline is followed closely.

FLIGHT MATERIAL

‘While the flight section must use only the best equipment to be
had, the cost need not be excessive. At the present time there are
several good, light airplanes on the market that are strong enough
for the punishment of student flight and inexpensive to operate
and maintain. Such airplanes have the further advantage of beingz
hard enough to handle to really train the student to fiy.

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

Every student enrolled in the first-year course must have passsd
his fifteenth birthday, submit his parent's consent in writing, and
pass a satisfactory physical examination by the school physician.
Every student enrolled in the second-year course must have com-
pleted the first-year work with an average of “C"” or better and
comply with the requirements of the Uniited States Government
for a student pilot's permit. These requirements necessitate ap-
pearance before an Army doctor for a physical examination. A fee
of $10 is charged for this examination, the cost of which is
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assumed by the student. The Government requires, in addition,
that every student must have passed his sixteenth birthday.

The Teaneck course is open to eleventh- and twelfth-grade stu-
dents only. The first-year course is given five periods per week,
mmm&mmusivmmmpenndsmmm
an additional two periods of laboratory or “field work.”

An occasional exception, however, is made where a tenth-grade
student who compnu with the Federal requirements and who
would in the judgment of the high-school prinecipal profit by
such & course is permitted to enroll in aviation I.

VII. CONCLUSION

The work In Teaneck High School has passed the preliminary
experimental stage and is now an accepted part of the industrial
arts department. Although Teaneck is at this time the only com-
munity in the United States having such a course in the public-
school system, other communities will eventually be forced by
general demand to incorporate such a course.

The Teaneck course has passed through its first stage of research
and tation and is now for further development
as a definite unit of work. A program of development is under
way which will shortly make available to all schools a complete
guide to the organization of simllar courses.

This course will be complete, consisting of a syllabus, a teach-
ers’ guide, a laboratory manual, an equipment and material list,
class and field lIog books, fiight instruction schedule, student record
cards, and a complete cost-accounting system.

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consenf
to revise and exfend my remarks and to include therein an
outline of a course in aviation as prepared by Major Har-
wood.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Kentueky [Mr. Crearl.

THE PASSING OF THE KENTUCEY COLONEL

Mr. CREAL. Mr. Chairman, while I have been allotted
this time I am not going fo take if, due to the lateness of
the hour and the anxiety of the Members for adjournment.
While I myself am not a EKentucky colonel at this particular
moment, I want to do the gallant thing and extend my
remarks in reference to the passing of the Kenfucky colonel,
instead of taking up the time of the House.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous eonsent to extend my
remarks,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there obiection to the request of the
gentleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. CREAL. Mr. Chairman, they say it never rains but
it pours. Hitler occupied the Rhineland and upset the
world. Queer actions of a minor star has disturbed astron-
omers. The Supreme Court plays havoc with beneficial
legislation. Extreme winter weather did millions of damage
to the highways. The floods brought national disaster. And
now, to climax the list of catastrophes and to show that dire
calamity is no respecter of persons, comes the startling news
that there are no more Kentucky colonels. The weeping,
wailing, and gnashing of teeth is heard around the world.

How the mighty have fallen is a tragedy woarthy of our
deep and solemn consideration. The sad news comes to
people scattered in the 48 States and across the waters as
a death warrant is received by the doomed. Yesterday the
sturdy oak kissed the heavens with its branches and passing
multitudes paused and marveled at ifs grandeur and tower
of strength accumulated in the cenfury. We look again and
some ruthless hand has laid it Iow, and the rubbish upon the
ground marks its fall. So it is with the EKentucky colonels.
Last week they went forth with marshal splendor, glittering
with honors bright like plumed knights, sallying forth in all
their vanity for deeds of valor well done. Today they are
crestfallen and cowed with a hunted, weird, sickly look and
a “ ’possum grin ”, conscious of their sudden humiliation and
demotion.

Even our beloved Speaker and Sergeant at Arms look sad
and dejected from some unknown reason.

It is said, “The jingle of the guinea helps the hurt that
honor feels”, but no rattle of shekels could ever serve in
lieu of the wounded pride of a real Kentucky colonel. Even
an act of Congress to restore the blasted titles would per-
haps be invalid. All of which reminds us that the flower
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Like fighting cocks, they sallied forth in the morning, buf
with the death knell of titles worthy, they exhibit now only
a bloody comb, lost spurs, a broken bill, and drooping
feathers.

A few days ago the attorney general of Eentucky an-
nounced a ruling that brought poignant sorrow to several
thousand citizens of the country. He said the power to
confer the title of colonel by the Governor no longer existed.
His views of the law were that the titles conferred were
null and void at the expiration of the term of the Governor
conferring the honorary title. He expressed grave doubt as
to any authority conferred on the Governor to bestow the
title.

The present Governor is not inferested, inasmuch as he
has made no such appointments., The story behind this
story is one of chivalry, romance, and ideal patriotism.
There were at one time many real Kentucky colonels, dating
back to the War of 1812, the Mexican War, and the Civil
War, back to the days of George Rogers Clark, who took from
the British the Northwest Territory, or the States of Ohio,
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and part of Wisconsin, and with-
out such efforts the Canadian boundary would today extend
fo the Ohio River, and this august body would be deprived
of the pleasant associations and recognized ability of the
Members from those States.

In those days a Kentucky colonel was an outstanding man
of his particular community and frequently raised a com-
pany of men to assist in some patriotic governmental func-
tion, and he was given a title which recognized his services.

The title of Kentucky colonel, today made a joke by rea-
son of many indiscriminate awards, had behind if for a
hundred years a real meaning known around the world, and
made the title one of distinction and coveted desires. The
terms have been used in laudatory remarks over the world,
“as chivalrous, gallant, hospitable, brave, and courteous as
a Kentucky colonel.” These words described the real Ken-
tucky colonel and made the title a mark of distinction. .

Then, when the game of war ceased to furnish the oppor=
tunity of the title, it was for awhile awarded sparingly bufi
deservedly on citizens who had distinguished themselves on
any great undertaking, such as authors, musicians, or even
athletic superiority. It was even then a recognition of some
form of distinguished services. Mavie actors of renown,
philanthropists, statesmen, physicians, and others, even to
theowneroﬂhehorsethateouldwmthexenmwnerby.
received the coveted and distinguished title.

'IheorigmalKentuckywlonelsmactuﬂHIeweretha
type of men you would delight in knowing and whose ac-
quaintance would be a beautiful memory that you could nof
forget. As is often the case—that brain, brawn, and big
heart are found in the same man—it was universally true
with the Kentucky colonels. Tall, straight as an Indian,
suave, musical voice, courteous in the extreme, chivalrous,
and gallant, with highest respect for womankind, yet be=
neath it all a pride in truth, honesty, and integrity.

Patient!nrweivmganaﬂ‘mtortnsultbutwheuamused
a swift dynamo in retaliation. Henry Clay, once the dis-
tinguished Speaker of this House and Minister to England,
and a duelist if challenged, was a typical example. |

The colonel as fancied and pictured by the world, and nof
far from correct in detail, was about 6 feet 4, erect, gray
hair and mustache, a pistol in belf and able to draw and
hit the center of a dime at 50 yards with the swiftness of a
sleight-of-hand action. His home was hospitality personi-
fied, with a barrel of aged liguor for which the State was
famous, a saddle horse that he prized almost as much as one
of the family, a pack of fox hounds, and occasionally a violin,
which had been in the family for generations. He was gen-
tle yet firm, diplomatic yet positive, never sought to hunf
trouble but quick to resent an infended wrong. His tenacity
he acquired from his Anglo-Saxon heritage. Eentucky to-
day has the largest number of people of pure unadulterated
Anglo-Saxon blood of any State of the Union. If has less
than one-half of 1 percent of foreign blood. They leff
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Virginia early and went over the hill and there in the pocket
with the Ohio on one side, the Mississippi on the other, and
the Alleghanies to their backs they reproduced their own
kind to fill the hills and valleys, in a manner shut off from
the seaboard States.

A noted song writer was seeking the old folk songs of
England of 500 years ago but could not find them in Eng-
land. She came to the hills of Kentucky where she found
them all, which had come down by the generations by word
of mouth without printed form. She had them reproduced
by phonograph to get the tune and words and then wrote
the music from the records. Among these people we have
no fear of communism, they are all just cld-fashioned Ameri-
cans, orthodox Democrats and Republicans,

The abuse of this conferring the title in the past 15 years
caused a protest in Kentucky. Men of distinction and re-
noun, and who were justly proud of their title, were humi-
liated to see it bestowed indiscriminately and they removed
their once coveted treasure from sight in office or private
library. And if the attorney general’s ruling be correct,
that title expires with each outgoing Governor and none
have been granted by the present Governor, then there is
not a Kentucky colonel by legal title in all the world, except
those of the Army. But down in Eentucky the woods are
full of Kentucky colonels though not decorated with the
title. If touring there stop at a farmhouse and ask for water
or directions, or any other accommodations for your car or
self, and you will find them, Not until the coming of
through highways and foreign travel were the doors ever
locked at night.

The neighbors are still the best neighbors in all the world
to live by. They still follow the ancient custom to lay aside
their own work to attend to the needs of a sick neighbor and
to do his needed chores for him. Their conscience would hurt
them not to do otherwise and the sick neighbor would feel
aggrieved at the lack of interest otherwise., Every move they
make is written up and magnified around the world and
items of no importance in any other State is heralded around
the world when it happens in Kentucky. You can tell these
modern-day Kentucky colonels, children, and grandchildren
of the titled colonels, wherever you see them. They are
exceedingly easy to approach and engage in conversation.
They arise to give the lady a seat in the streetcar or bus when
others sit. Their friendship is easily obtained and also their
undying loyalty. They have a sporting sense of fair play,
which makes them always for the underdog, be it a prizefight
or chicken fight. They will stop and haul a hitchhiker when
all others pass him up. They will keep a stranger in their
home where others refuse. They are easy victims to hard-
luck stories, whether meritorious or not. They are perhaps
more clannish than the people of any other State of the
Union—once a Kentuckian always a EKentuckian. When
meeting abroad as strangers an introduction as a Kentuckian
to a Kentuckian is sufficient recommendation to insure the
highest degree of respect from each other, regardless of poli-
ties, religion, trade, or profession. If tne people of the 48
States had that degree or loyalty and fellowship toward each
other that the Kentucky colonel and his children have for
each other, there would be no danger of harm coming to us
from without or within our borders.

The title of Kentucky colonel may be null and void, but
the spirit of big-hearted, hospitable, patriotic colonels still
thrives in the valleys and on the hillsides of old Eentucky
and in the veins of the pure Anglo-Saxon blood of its
citizens,

This is not the time or place for extended remarks on
Eentucky’s long list of gallant men whose lives have been
valuable contributions to the Republic, but paraphrasing a
little, the Commonwealth of Kentucky, the home of ancient
and modern Kentucky colonels, is not the oldest nor yet the
youngest, not the richest nor yet the poorest, but all in all
the best place this side of heaven that the good Lord ever
made.

EKentucky colonels, officially, are no more, but their traits
of character still rule Eentucky.

The titles conferred did no harm if they did no good.
Who can say that the title when conferred on some native
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Kentuckian did not give him a pride in it that caused him
to live up to the worthy title?

It was formerly awarded as a mark for distinguished serv-
ices of some kind similar to medals of honor awarded by
many other governments.

The world says good-bye to Kentucky colonels, but may
their emulation in patriotic chivalry never cease.

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk read
the bill for amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the following sums are appropriated, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
Departments of State and Justice and for the Judiciary, and for
the Departments of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1937, namely.

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the Commit-
tee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. Harran, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 12098) making appropriations for the Departments of
State and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the Depart-
ments of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1937, and for other purposes, had come to no reso-
lution thereon.

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL, 1937

Mr. LUDLOW, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Snyper], chairman of the conference on the
part of the House on the legislative appropriation bill, was
unavoidably called away this afternoon, and in his absence
and in his name I desire to present the conference report on
the bill for printing under the rule.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

NOTRE DAME CEREMONIES COMMEMORATING THE BIRTH OF A NATION

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by including an address
delivered by Carlos P. Romulo, who represented the Republic
of the Philippines at the special convocation at Notre Dame
University.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Indiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, on December 9 last there
was a special convocation at the University of Notre Dame
in honor of the new Commonwealth of the Philippines. It
was one of the most unique and significant celebrations that
ever took place under auspices of the great university,
whose fame extends around the world. In respect to its
historical setting and implications it was an occasion with-
out a parallel. A brilliant array of members of the hier-
archy and distinguished officials and laymen, with the Presi-
dent of the United States as a participant and guest of
honor, conducted ceremonies of the most impressive charac-
ter involving church and state, the purpose being to herald
the birth of a new nation in the far-away Orient.

Beautiful and colorful, solemn and thrilling were the rites
commemorating this new addition to the family of nations.
It was an occasion that will linger forever in the memory of
those who were fortunate enough to be present. Originally
scheduled to coincide with the inauguration of President
Quezon, the Nofre Dame ceremonies were postponed to make
it possible for President Roosevelt to participate personally in
the observance.

His Excellency, Governor Paul V. McNutt, of Indiana, was
the civil host. His Eminence, George Cardinal Mundelein,
archbishop of Chicago and highest ranking ecclesiastic west
of the Allegheny Mountains, presided. The degree of doctor
of laws, honoris causa, was conferred on President Roosevelt
and Carlos P. Romulo, the representative of the Philippines,
who was sent to America to speak for the new-born nation.

The thoughtful and eloquent speeches that were delivered
during the ceremcnial were broadcast over two national
networks and were heard in every part of the continent.
It is not my purpose here and now to review the program
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in detail, or to dwell upon the many interesting events and
episodes of the great occasion, but rather it is my purpose
to bring fo the attention of the House of Representatives
and the country the masterful address made by Carlos P.
Romulo, who traversed thousands of miles of sea and land
in order that he might voice the sentiments of the Philippine
people as they stand on the threshold of freedom. Mr.
Romulo is an eminent journalist, orator, educator, and pub-
lic servant who has had a leading part in the establishment
of the ncwest nation.

Rev. John F. O’Hara, C. S. C., president of Notre Dame
University, who holds a position of highest eminence among
educators and who is outstanding among men of erudition
and religious attainments, presented Mr. Romulo to the vast
audience that taxed the capacity of the gymnasium. In
doing so he touched a tender chord when he referred to the
close ties that unite the University of Notre Dame to the
Philippine Islands, as members of many of the most distin-
guished families in the islands have been students at the uni-
versity. The subject of Mr. Romulo’s address was The Mind
of a New Commonwealth, and he spoke as follows:

One would be dull of wit, indeed, and slow of heart who could be
unresponsive to the fortunate coincidence of historic influences
brought to this occasion at Notre Dame. I refer to the apt confiu-
ence of the faith and freedom that have streamed h the his~
tory of the Philippines, nurturing our people to the maturity of in-
dependence. Today both are given representative testimony in a
joint gesture of remembrance and the concerned congratulation of
amicable hope. j

His Excellency, the President of the United States, bespeaks the
freedom of a nation dedicated to the proposition that all men, and
all groups of men, are created equal before the law; a nation which
controls itself through democratic Institutions so designed as fo
serve evenly the rights of all—their liberties and opportunities;
that each may live without servitude and without envy; protected
in domestic security and confirmed in the inalienable, proprietary
powers of citizens.

The sovereignty of this Republic is shared by all, possessed by
none, that the authority of government may never be presumptive
or arbitrary but only representative and revocable. A democracy
may vote eway its powers—as it has in Germany and, recently,
in Greece; but a republic cannot do likewise without ceasing to
exist. In the United States freedom Is not limited to the fran-
chise of but extended to all elements of political and
social function. The state, then, can never become coequal with
the community; as could be Iif processes of government were
accepted as embracing the structure and form of society. The
community is greater, as well as antecedent to, the state. It
creates the state to control and order its multiple interests; in-
terests which citizens never relinquish whether to kings, princes,
or parliaments. To mistake this relation, to misread the gene-
alogy of government, is to induce the subservience of the popular
to the governmental will, *“Of the le, by the people, for the
people”, is, therefore, a prepositional summary of the concept of
that freedom which the United States enjoys and which, with
singular magnanimity, it has conveyed and begueathed to the
Filipino people.

Among a people so naturally disposed as the Filipinos to inde-
rendence, this doctrine of freedom, taught with the conviction of
discovery, found widespread and lively acceptance. Small wonder
that we should have desired for ourselves what the Americans
taught was the preeminent blessing of national existence!

There are some now, however, who would caution us (and not
imprudently) that autonomy may prove precipitate; that we are
unskilled in statecraft; lacking the consciousness of organic unity;
infantile in the arbitrament of arms; that we are economically
overweighted by the past preferment of export; in short, that free-
dom may mean famine, if it will not means worse.

To such counsel of caution we reply that freedom is an essential
condition of national, as of individual, expression. The Revolu-
tionary Americans so believed and, risking all, died in the hallowed
name of liberty., Bunker Hill, Valley Forge, Saratoga are the
immortal watchwords of an ideal and a lasting record of its price.
The Filipinos, too, have their battlefields of freedom and they shall
bear, I trust, with equanimitfy the trials that independence im-
poses. Indeed, misfortune and dangers are but the transient, if
inescapable circumstances of living; to strive to overcome them
is to live valiantly. We desire no more.

And in our freedom, we shall be fortified by that faith which
outlasts because it transcends time. This greater heritage of the
vast majority of our people is given witness today by Notre Dame
and the of the Catholic Church. Like freedom, faith
reached us through conquest. Centuries ago, with the crown of
Spain came the cross of Christ; both borne on the vehement and
masterful exuberance of those dauntless adventurers who fore-
shortened the earth. They sought silver for their king and
subjects for their God. Among us they found both. But the crown
was really buried with them; we have almost forgotten how or
when. The cross remains throughout our islands, a symbol and an
evidence of the radical culture of our minds,
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For no one can believe human life foreshadows, through mys-
teries, a more ample and intimate existence with God; no one can
believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God who saved us by His
death and sanctifies us by His Sacrament; no one can believe him-
self a conscious soul under the commandment of Divine love; no
one, I repeat, can believe these things without having altered pro-
foundly the qualify of his thought and the direction of his outlook.
Such belief is a tradition among the Filipinos. It distinguishes us
among the peoples of the Far East; and it will be a vital, creative
agent in the formation of our new nation. By this, I do not wish
to imply that Catholicism is the religion of the State. It is much
more; it is the religion of the people. And the people, not the State,
are sovereign. To constrain religion as an instrumentality of gov-
ernment and to adopt the anomalous thing called “State religion”
is to consider religion falsely and abandon it, as contemporary
events elsewhere prove, to the mercy of a government which may
not be representative of the people whom it rules. To permit the
State to adopt a religion is to concede to the State its potential
extension to all functions of society; it is to conceive the State as
the ultimate framework of the social organisms. The contrary is,
of course, true in the very nature of things. Government, unless
it be tyranny, is but an instrument variously chosen by the
community for its own social purposes.

So the Philippine constitution instructs its future government
that there shall be freedom of worship, indicating thereby that
its power shall be limited to control manifestations affecting pub-
lic discipline; and indicating, too, that the practice of religion
shall in no way be considered as dependent on legislative conces-
sion. The phrase “freedom of worship” places religion outside the
basic law rather than within it; and properly so, since a constitu=-
tion is projected to restrict government, not society.

The Catholic faith will be, accordingly, free to inspire, develop,
and modify our institutions conformably to its supreme law of
charity. Through charity we should achieve obedience without
servility; authority without autocracy; justice without favoritism;
equality of respect without the anarchy of no distinctions. A
legalistic mechanism never has been, nor will be, devised to attain
per se the ends of social justice, Nor are these ends furthered
substantially, as some maintain, by racial temperament, geograph=
ical position, or contingent relationships. Omnly the assurance of '
Christian charity enables us to forecast the direction that the
exercise of sovereignty will take; faith, then, gives sustenance to
our freedom.

Graced with this double gift of constructive forces, the Philippine
Commonwealth initiates a new national effort for the realization
of an ordered and equivalent society. It would be presumptuous to
say we shall achieve it; it would be supine not to try. We shall
begin our task with an enthusiasm sobered by historical perspec=
tive. If we are a new-born nation, we are not, thereby new born to
the perception of realities, We can be careful not to be misled by
ardent apostles of fatuous panaceas, infallible in appearance be-
cause tested only against the unanswering vacuity of their author's
minds. We can be docile before facts and mindful that systems,
however finely sculptured, can be broken by inordinate hearts
and tem) wills. We can put forth a modest, well-principled
effort to approximate a solution of the harassing problem of eco=
nomic balance and distribution.

Until lately the Philippines had a plantation economy such as
once obtained in the Southeastern States of the Union. Now, we
have -moved, though in a limited degree, foward the complexities
of agrarian and industrial capitalism. There is, in capitalism,
much that is still immature and, therefore, maladjusted to the
existing social order.

But there is nothing inherently vicious in capitalism. This
pooling of wealth for production needs to be counterbalanced by
pooling of resources of consumption; only so, can capitalism be
wholesome and beneficial. We do not share the views of those
who would prevent the acquirement of wealth by distributing 1%
gratuitously. We believe such a process would either destroy
wealth for all or concentrate it in the hands of some group who
would call themselves, euphemistically, the State.

We do not accept the Marxian dialectic that classes are economi=
cally formed and that the road to security is through the liguidation
of those classes in favor of the proletariat. Every oriental knows
that there is scarcely any proletariat in the Far East; and knows,
too, that classes are formed there by educational discrimination as
in China, by social heredity as in Malaya, by religious modalities as
in India where no amount of acquired wealth would warrant in-
fringement of class privileges. True, the Far East is mildly sensi-
tive to communism but not because the Far East is class conscious;
rather because it is land conscious. Communism in the East is not
a philosophy; it is an illegitimate hope for unearned increment
Economic class warfare is a myth of the Communists, But eco-
nomic conflict, as a disorder of the whole soclal body, is no myth
and we shall strive to eliminate if from our Commonwealth by
what I have referred to as a modest, well-principled effort.

The approach to this must be realistic; not patronizing and
crusading. It is grandiose and anarchial nonsense to pretend
that all elements of society must enjoy equality of identity.
“Every man a king” is the motto of a fool's paradise and the
catch-phrase of political trumpery. There is in soclety a natural
diversity of gifts and function, and where there is distinction
of ability, there will be distinction of reward. The coalescing of
sundry groups composes the pattern of communal living; and com=
munal living is not an artificial result produced by one class
for its own advantage but the inevitable expression of man's
social character.
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Accordingly, we belleve economic factors social as well
as individual significance. Men are not free to ignore these; nor
have we the power by legislative fiat to abolish them. We shall
maintain, then, tha: ownership is a right derived from nature,
not from law, and its use or misuse cannot destroy, or cause to
be forfeited, the right itself. Wealth invested in capital should
have a return but the return should be related to the economy of
the nation current at the period of the deposition. Income should
be as thermal as the discount rate. A fixed interest or a fixed
wage for profit, determined over any but a short period is obvi-
ously unsocial, since economic conditions will have altered before
the loan or the contract has expired. Contracts for interest or
labor once outmoded destroy the equilibrium of the economic
fleld in which the incidence of their fulfillment occurs. The
fixed element in economics should be the equation of justice; the
variable element is price.

Like ownership and its rewards labor, too, has its social obliga-
tions., Labor must attain its individual rights without infringe-
ment of the common good. It is false that the worth of labor
is the worth of its net result; false that labor exercised on the
property of another begets ownership; false even that all profits not
needed for repair and replacement belong to the workingman. To
assert the contrary is to lose sight of the social aspect of labor and
the right of ownership. But labor does create a right to profit-
sharing—a right that is again individual and social. It is the
right of labor to share in profits on the basis of a living wage. If
capital does not pay this, social justice demands that employment
be prohibited. But if employers cannot pay this because of unfair
competition or unethical imposition of taxes, then the controlling
laws of the State should be abrogated.

Such considerations will form the basis of our principled effort
to obtain the peace of economic security within our own country.

But for the assurance of that larger peace which depends not on
us but on the nations of the world, we must await a more enlight-
ened internationalism. In international affairs, the Darwinian
theory seems still to persist though long since dispossessed from its
native habitat in biology. The survival of the fittest appears to be
the law of national existence and actions which, in the domestic
ambient, would be corrected by police power, are glorified and given
the support of armies in the international arena. When will we
learn to apply to nations the same principles of morality we apply
to individuals? When will we learn that nations, as well as men,
are created equal before the law? Until we do, all nations, the
great as well as the small, are in jeopardy; the great may repel
invasion, they have yet to succeed in repelling war. The present
competition for mathematical equality is a trepidating evidence of
mutual distrust and a proof of reliance in strength for the enforce-
ment of claims. We must inveigh against and deplore the condi-
tions which warrant this cynicism of preparedness. And I venture
to propose that, of these conditions, the most pernicious is the
prevailing concept of the State as a political and economic, rather
than a moral, entity. When Louis Quatorze said, “I am the State”,
he at least made the state a responsible person. Today, state abso-
lutism is impersonal and neuter. Unless this is corrected, the Con-
gress of nations will continue to be regulated by a diplomatic, rather
than a moral, code; governments will be recognized as great or
small; the voice of power, instead of truth, will continue to be the
decisive voice; and the freedom of little nations will depend on their
ability to remain unnoticed or undesirable.

Against the aggression of arms, the Philippines will have no
fortress on land or sea. Competitive armament would be a tragic
error. The only defense of the Philippines will be its spirit—its
articulated cultural unity which will give it protection in the
indestructible integration of character. If war comes, or fresh
conquest from whatever source, we shall oppose it to the death;
but we shall oppose it alone, We shall not ask the shedding of
another's blood to spare our own. We shall not make the Philip-
pines the Serajevo of another world Armageddon. Let no one
fear it. To the Philippines, the United States has been a generous
benefactor; a loyal and true friend; and if, Mr. President, we can
honor that debt in no other way, we can pay with our lives, if
need be, lest any act of ours should be a prelude to the weeping
of American mothers for their dead. We are a poor nation but
not, I hope, without valor and gratitude.

We have requested independence; the American people have
granted it. So let it be; and may it prove a blessing for both and
a pledge of friendship through the years that are to come. We
shall go forward bulwarked with abiding faith in God; confident
of the particular good will of the United States and the amity of
our far eastern neighbors; and we shall take our place glorying
in our freedom, with restrained courage, ambitious of peace, wi
malice toward none and with charity toward all.

We thank you, Mr. President, prelates, the faculty of Notre Dame,
for the honor you have, this day, conferred upon us and we bring
to each and all the expression of high regard and cordial esteem
from the Hon. Manuel Quezon, President of the Philippine
Commonwealth,

BOAKE CARTER

Mr, KENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and include a short radio
address by Boake Carter.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.
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Mr. KENNEY. Mr, Speaker, under leave granted to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp, I include the following
address of Boake Carter, March 24, 1936

IRELAND SWEEPSTAKES

The scene, the town hall at Dublin, Ireland. The date, today.
The time, morning. Scenery, much Americana—the American
eagle, seals from the 48 States, flags. Round large drums swept .
many pretty Irish lassies, representing many American characters
and customs. A parade by more Irish beauties, representing stars
from Hollywood.

The action provided by Lord Mayor Byrne, of Dublin—he spent
a large portion of his address in eulogizing the United States and
United States citizens. The time was at hand for the draw. A
pretty lass drew a name from the tens of thousands of tickets in
her drum. The name was read out. It was the name of an Ameri-
can. It was a New Yorker. Thunderous cheers. The drawing
proceeded. Americans averaged 50 percent of the counterfoils
drawn out of the box. Thunderous cheers any time an American
name was drawn; and why not; for once again it was the annual
draw of the chances on the famous Grand National Steeplechase,
to be run Friday, the sweepstakes again staged by Irish promoters
for the Free State hospitals. Twelve and a half million dollars
are the stakes. At the end of the day 718 names were drawn—325
went to Americans and 246 to Europeans. Seven million dollars will
be divided among these ticket holders. The major prize is for half
a million dollars. A great spectacle dominated by the Stars and
Stripes in Dublin.

And why shouldn't the Irish cheer every time an American name
was drawn from the drums? In 4 years the Free State Hospitals
have benefited to the tune of roughly $30,000,000. Of that total,
Americans have contributed the lion's share. The Free Staters
know that the more Americans contribute the better off will be
their hospitals and cheaper treatment for sick people in the Free
State. It would be pretty nice if American hospitals could have
counted $30,000,000 in their jeans in the last 4 years. We are, how-
ever, much too moral to permit such a thing—even Government
supervised and inspected. We let a thousand rackets flourish from
coast to coast, but we look in righteous smugness upon a sweep-
stake. Congressman EpwaArp A. KENNEY, of New Jersey, once intro-
duced a bill for a Government-operated and supervised sweepstakes,
but the bill was turned down. It was, after all, much too simple,
realistic, and common sensical to get by. So annually the Free
Staters in Dublin get together, put on a big show, splash the United
States all over the town hall, and give thanks to Uncle Sam's simple
generosity in providing for one of the best hospital systems in the
world. And who gainsays them? Uncie is such a nice, simple soul,
after all.

VETERANS' BENEFITS

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and to include therein a
letter I received from Gen. Frank T. Hines in regard to the
veterans' statement I placed in the Recorp a few days ago.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend
my remarks in the Recorp, I include the following letfer
received by me from the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs
in regard to the veterans’ statement I placed in the REcorp
recently:

VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, April 2, 1936,
Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN,

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mer. Parman: I have read with interest the Congres-
SIONAL Recorp of March 31, 1936, particularly your extension of
remarks giving information concerning benefits available to vet-
erans and their dependents under laws administered by the Vet-
erans’ Administration and other governmental agencies, including
the War Department and Civil Service.

I am most appreciative of your help in getting before Congress
and the veterans this information. In pamphlet form it should
be most valuable to all interested in this problem.

Very sincerely yours,
Frank T. Hines, Administrator.

CIVILIZATION BEGINS AND ENDS WITH THE PLOW

Mr. MAHON, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by including therein a
brief editorial with reference to the farm situation by my
friend the distinguished west Texan, Hon. Jess Mitchell,
editor of the Muleshoe Journal, of Muleshoe, Tex., in my
district.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my
remarks in the Rzcorp, I include the following editorial by
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Hon. Jess Mitchell, editor of the Muleshoe Journal, of Mule-
shoe, Tex.:
[From the Muleshoe (Tex.) Journal of Feb. 27, 1936]

THE FARMERS' DECLARATION OF NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE—"CIVILIZATION
BEGINS AND ENDS WITH THE PLOW"

When in the course of the life of any nation, its people become
flagrantly selfish and self-centered, neglectful of the fundamental
laws of nature, forgetting the rights of their fellow man to the
point their very existence is im force of circumstances
always impels them to turn to the soil from whence they came to
recover self-maintenance.

Fundamentally, all people are endowed with certain inalienable
rights; such as life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, these
rights constituting a proclamation of independence which has

been a prerequisite to the right of self-maintenance. Never-
ess, it has been jeopardized by man's profligacy.

To secure and enjoy self-maintenance humanity must recognize
the fact that it is from the sofl rather than from factory floors and
merchants’ shelves that comes the basic sustenance, for, when cen-
tralized industry becomes destructive of the human rights of the
masses to live and enjoy life man must turn either to the loamy
soil, the rocky mountains, or the fisheries of the seas for self-
maintenance if he would endure.

Some of today apparently have forgotten this fundamental fact
or else they have taken it for granted that the farmer is inherently
plagued with distress and disaster., They insist there is already an
unusable surplus of farm products. They declare domestic con-
sumption has shrunk and foreign markets have withered. They
point with ridiculous candor to the increased acreage put under
the plow by foreign nations and advise that for their own economic
advancement these countries have shifted their supply sources else-
where than from America. All such conditions, it is pointed out,
constitute an emergency situation in agriculture demanding drastic
reductions.

Nevertheless, the timely unfolding of nature's laws and the revela-
tions of modern science have placed in the hands of man new tools,
new means and measures with which to transform the basic pro-
ductions of the raw materials of the soil into usable commodities
for furthering life and industry, the future of which reveals no
bounds to the most sanguine contemplator.

The revelations of nature’s god have been prolific in unfolding
to man these new sources of diversified action, wealth, and satis-
faction. Chemistry, the handmaiden of modern progress, has
withdrawn the veil heretofore obscuring numerous unknown
sources of power, blessing the sweat of the farmer's brow, return-
ing to him his constitutional privilege of tilling his acres at will,
withdrawing the mandate of wealth limitations, setting to work
idle hands and vouchsafing a future life of greater contentment.

For numerous years past the farmer's gross income has been
practically identical with the pay rolls of city factories. Except
for taxes, interest, and insurance, the farmer’s income is mostly
spent for manufactured products. If men of the soil prosper, so
do also men of the city. If the farmer has little to spend the city
man has little to sell. Keeping the farmer's income on a normal
basis is always fundamental to maintaining a required basis for
city enterprises.

Past history proves that depressions invariably terminate and
prosperity returns when markets for former basic industries are
expanded and new industries are created. New crops, new and
improved methods of producing them, new markets, an increasing
population to patronize them, are all fundamental to general pros-
perity, for when the farmer prospers so do all other enterprises.

History reveals that emergency measures do not long endure;
they never perform any miracles; but the steady plodding of basic
laws already understood and the constant application of foresight,
energy, skill, philosophy, and logical perserverance do win ultimate
favorable results. Food, shelter, and raiment are prime requisites
of humanity. Confidence in one another is essential. The desire
not only to llve but to also let live opens the highway for
enjoyment of desired conveniences, luxuries, and greater abund-
ance. It is in the persistent and orderly development of these
fundamentals, with equality for all and favoritism for none, that
the wholesome flavor of existence, the increased zeal of satisfac-
tion, and the widening of commerce accrues, Persistent develop-
ment in orderly fashion is the only remedy conducive to ultimate
victory for the farmer and his kinsmen.

During the past few years our horizon has been circumscribed
by near limitations. Our range of economiec vision has been cur-
tailed. We have failed to look beyond the confines of the imme-
diate day. We have not rightly soliloquized on the rising sun
of tomorrow. Indeed, economically speaking, we have burdened
ourselves with the need of settling and satisfying immediate needs
and conditions regardless of future consequences and costs. Per-
haps the urgency of the present tense has demanded such action
in part; but the forgetfulness of its coming consequence is not
forgivable, The accepting and surrendering of temporary passing
advantages of any one set of humans at the expense of the ma-
Jority living in a given nation is reprehensible and unpardonable.

Ultimate and universal prosperity for the millions of citizens
who reside on farms and who occupy the towns and villages
adjacent thereto is primarily essential to the prosperous well-
being of others who dwell within major corporate limits.

Expediency is never profitable for long. While it may for the
present lift one up by his own bootstraps, yet eventually the
gravitating law of supply and demand overcomes any present ad-
vantage. The present economic depression brought about largely
by man’'s vainglorious foolishness, embodies a future aspect of
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solution as important as that of the present. The perilous times
of the present call for high accomplishment in behalf of the
future years as well as the one now There must be a
profiting from past evils to make the future secure against repe-
titlon of them. There must be a realization of the true philos-
ophy of life which insures a fine heritage of citizenship to the
young and yet unborn citizens of this land which looks toward
insuring them the same constitutional rights and privileges en-
Joyed by their forefathers. No man has any right to heap a bur-
den upon his future kith and kin. No nation has a right to
institute immediate means of economic relief, the brunt of which
innocent future citizens must bear and discharge in handicapped
manner for their own existence or perpetuation.

“Clvilization begins and ends with the plow.” The implement
makers of America form her first line of defense against poverty
and at the same time her battle line of progress against the ranks
of pernicious penury. The farmer’s occupation forms the mud-
sills upon which is built the superstructure of all other successful
business enterprises, and, unless those groundwork timbers are
in the mortar of favorable legislation and cemented
on a base of equitable recognition, no matter how beautiful the
gupelrstmcmre reared above it, no national house can ever endure
‘or long.

While all citizens are but transient occupants of earth and ten-
ants of the United States of yet they are here with the
endowment of the inalienable rights vouchsafed by this Nation's
Constitution, entitling them to life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness. Acceptance of the farmers’' declaration of independ-
ence by citizens in all vocations of life would be commendable
and commensurate to guaranteeing such inherent rights to all
citizens, Therefore, in firm reliance upon the approval and pro-
tection of divine Providence, in full realization of the proven fun-
damental philosophy of past human experience, and with all vir-
tuous intentions, in the name of the Supreme Judge of mankind,
may it so be done.

REPEAL THE “RED RIDER"

Mrs. O'DAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and have them placed
in the Recorp immeé@iately following the remarks of the
gentleman from Texas.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentlwoman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mrs. O'DAY. Mr. Speaker, I am all for Mr. Sisson's bill
to repeal the so-called “red rider.” It is just another of
those repressive measures that history teaches have never
been successful.

Many of us feel that the menace to our Government does
not come from the small group of Communists in the coun-
try, but from another minority group that is trying to abolish
the civil rights and liberties guaranteed to us under our
Constitution and Bill of Rights, These people are undoubt-
edly sincere in their patriotism, but have very little faith in
our form of government and the power of our Constitution.
They are taking it upon themselves to protect both by de-
stroying the very foundation upon which these institutions
were builded.

Freedom of assembly has become almost a thing of the
past. Freedom of speech was rescued from death recently by
action of the Supreme Court. The imposition of the “red
rider” and similar legislation shows that free speech is also
imperiled.

Prior to coming to Washington, I was for many years pres-
ident of one school board and member of another, and I
have found our high-school boys and girls trustworthy, alert,
and intelligent. Knowing the tragic blunders their elders have
made of world affairs, they are justified in refusing to accept
our dictum as to how things should be run in the future,
which belongs, after all, not to us but to them.

In searching for a better way of life they must study the
various existing forms of government, and in this study they
need the guidance of wise and sympathetic men and women
that they believe to be courageous and fair.

They need the best that can be had, and the imposition of
reactionary and humiliating laws upon our teachers will
banish from the profession the very type we need—men and
women who understand that liberty is always dangerous but
that, after all, it is the safest thing we have.

The gentleman from Texas has quoted from the Red Net-
work some names of those classified by the author as being
red, radical, or communistic.

He did not mention some others so classified in that amus-
ing little volume; for instance, Jane Addams, Newton Baker,
Rev., Parks Cadman, Senator and Mrs. Costigan, Albert
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Einstein, Rev. Harry Emerson Fosdick, Mrs. J. Borden Harri-
man, Secretary of the Interior Harold Ickes, Mayor La-
Guardia, Dr. Mary Woolley, Dean Roscoe Pound, of Harvard,
and many other equally dangerous and subversive citizens
who are a menace to our Government, if the author of the
Network is to be believed.

NO MORE OFFENSIVE WARS

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, 19 years ago the United States
Government declared war on the Imperial German Govern-
ment. That war supposedly was to make the world safe for
democracy and to be a war to end wars., It did not make the
world safe for democracy. It did not end wars. It did not
even protect the loans that had been made to allies by the
American people. It did guarantee a lot of private loans.
It did sell a lot of war materials. It did destroy billions of
dollars of wealth. It did destroy millions of men. It likewise
precipitated a depression. It also served to throw the Ameri-
can economic policy into utter confusion. We are still paying
the price of that war.

I was 14 years old when that war was declared. I thought
it was wrong then. I think it was wrong now, and I do not
want to see it happen again.

On this nineteenth anniversary of our declaration of war
nations are once more rushing preparations for another one.
The United States Government is no laggard in this occu-
pation. Again we are seeing the preparations that will
create once more in the homes of thbusands of American
people the situation described by Robert W. Service in his
poem, Young Fellow, My Lad.

“Where are you going, young fellow my lad,
On this glittering morn of May?”

“I'm going to join the colors, dad;
They're looking for men, they say.”

“But you're only a boy, young fellow my lad;
You aren't obliged to go.”

“I'm seventeen and a quarter, dad,
And ever so strong, you know."

“So you're off to France, young fellow my lad,
And you're looking so fit and bright.”
“I'm terribly sorry to leave you, dad,
But I feel that I'm doing right.”
“God bless you and keep you, young fellow my lad;
You're all of my life, you know.”
“Don't worry. I'll soon be back, dear dad,
And I'm awfully proud to go.”

“Why don't you write, young fellow my lad?
I watch for the post each day;

And I miss you so, and I'm awfully sad,
And it's months since you went away.

And I've had the fire in the parlor lit,
And I'm keeping it burning bright

Till my boy comes home; and here I sit
Into the quiet night.”

“What is the matter, young fellow my lad;
No letter again today.

Why did the post man look so sad,
And sigh as he turned away?

I hear them tell that we've gained new ground,
But a terrible price we've pald:

God grant, my boy, that you're safe and sound;
But, oh, I'm afraid, afraid.”

“They've told me the truth, young fellow my lad;

You'll never come back again:
(Oh God; the dreams and the dreams I've had,

And the hopes I've nursed in vain!)

For you passed in the night, young fellow my lad,
And you proved in the cruel test

Of the screaming shell and the battle hell
That my boy was one of the best.

“So you'll live, you'll live, young fellow my lad,
In the gleam of the evening star,
In the wood-note wild and the laugh of the child,
In all sweet things that are,
And you'll never die, my wonderful boy,
While life is noble and true;
For all our beauty and hope and joy
We will owe to our lads like you.”

—Robert W, Service.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

APRIL 2

The last two lines—

For all our beauty and hope and joy, we will owe to our lads
like you.

That will always be true in America when the young men
are called to defend their country. Veterans of future wars,
strikers for peace, organizations against offensive war would
spring to the defense of their country if actually attacked.
But never again do we want young men of America to be-
come a part of the mud and blood of a foreign battlefield in
guaranteeing somebody’s filthy dollars. For defense, yes;
for offense, no.

We are spending millions on defense. Let us not use those
millions for offense. With these thoughts in mind, I have
directed to every Member of Congress the following letter:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HoUsE oF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., March 31, 1936,

My Dear ConLEAGUE: Much has been sald in this session about
the establishment of an effective neutrality program for the United
States. However, the resulting legislation has measured up to this
demand in only a very small way, but I think most of us will agree
that steps in the right direction have been and are being taken.
We are all agreed that an adequate defense policy must be estab-
lished and permanently maintained. Ninety-two percent of the
American people insist we use our vast armaments for defense and
not for aggression against or assistance to another nation unless
they, the American people, are able to so signify.

I believe that it was in this light that Representative Luprow
proposed an amendment to the Constitution of the United States
providing that, except in the event of an invasion of the United
States or its territorial possessions, the authority of Congress to
declare war shall not become effective until confirmed by a majority
vote of all votes cast thereon in a Nation-wide referendum.

I am emphatically endorsing the Ludlow resolution, and have
gigned a petition to bring this measure before the House.

However, it must be remembered such an amendment can only
be made through the means prescribed in the Constitution, namely,
ratification by the legislatures or conventions elected for the pur-
pose of ratification in three-fourths of the several States. We have
seen this procedure take months and even years in the case of other
constitutional amendments. And there is always the possibility
that such a resolution may never leave the committee.

Meanwhile another world war seems to draw nearer and nearer.
t.h.lsrmmedlsm measures are necessary to keep our country out of

war.

I am therefore proposing to the Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate a pledge. This pledge will provide as
follows: “As long as I am a Member of the Congress of the United
States, I hereby pledge that I will never vote to declare war on any
country unless that country invades the Territorial limits of the
United States or the possessions thereof.”

Enforcement of this pledge will in no way interfere with the
good-neighbor policy of the United States and the maintenance of
adequate naval and air forces to protect us from any possible
invasion, the possibilities of which at the present time are remote.

What is more important, this pledge will mean that we who
sign it will never vote for offensive and imperialistic warfare as
long as we are in Congress, and Congress has the sole power to
declare war. It is unnecessary to assume that the present Mem-
bers of Congress are anything but opposed to war for offensive
purposes. Time and again, when we have been appropriating vast
sums for our Army, Navy, and air forces, we have said, “This money
is not for offensive war; it 1s necessary for an adequate national
defense.”

If those Members of Congress who made the foregoing utterance
were sincere, I believe they will not hesitate to sign this pledge.
A representative from my office will present this pledge to you
some time this week, and I sincerely trust that you will join with
me in signifying to the American people our sincerity and our
leadership for peace.

Sincerely yours,

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION

Mr. O'CONNOR, from the Committee on Rules, submitted
the following privileged report (Rept. No. 2362), which was
referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed:

House Resolution 477

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution it shall be
in order to move that the House resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of 8. 3483, an act to provide for rural electrification, and for
other purposes, and all points of order against said bill are hereby
waived. That after general debate, which shall be confined to the
bill and continue not to exceed 2 hours, to be equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the bill shall be
read for amendment under the 5-minute rule. It shall be in order
to consider without the intervention of any point of order the
substitute amendment and any other amendments recommended
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by the Committee on Inferstate and Forelign Commerce, and such
substitute for the purpose of amendment shall be considered under
the 5-minute rule as an original bill. At the conclusion of such
consideration the Committee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have been adopted, and the
previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill and
amendments ihereto to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit with or without instructions.

THE LATE STERLING P. STRONG

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on last Saturday,
at his home in Dallas, Tex., one of the former Members of
this House, the Honorable Sterling P. Strong, passed to his
final reward.

Mr. Strong had the distinction of representing the entire
State of Texas during his service here. One of the Dallas
papers in a recent editorial paid to Mr. Strong their com-
pliment:

Sterling P. Strong believed what he believed with all his might.
Mr. Strong was wide and favorably known. His long list of personal
friends is the best evidence of his worth.

I ask, Mr, Speaker, the privilege of placing in the perma-
nent records of the House of Representatives this statement
with reference to my former colleague, who is remembered
with kindly sentiments by many Members of this body.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr, PARSONS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that that commitiee did on this day present to the
President, for his approval, bills and a joint resolution of
the House of the following titles:

H.R.381. An act granting insurance to Lydia C. Spry;

H.R.605. An act for the relief of Joseph Maier;

H.R.685. An act for the relief of the estate of Emil Hoyer
(deceased) ;

H.R. 762. An act for the relief of Stanislaus Lipowicz;

H.R.977. An act for the relief of Herman Schierhoff;

H.R. 2469. An act for the relief of Michael P. Lucas;

H.R.3184. An act for the relief of H. D. Henion, Harry
Wolfe, and R. W. McSorley;

H.R.3254. An act to exempt certain small firearms from
the provisions of the National Firearms Act;

H.R.3369. An act for the relief of the State of Alabama;

H.R.3629. An act to authorize the acquisition of addi-
tional land for the use of Walter Reed General Hospital;

H.R.4086. An act for the relief of Ellis Duke, also known
as Elias Duke;

H.R.4439. An act for the relief of John T. Clark, of
Seattle, Wash.;

H.R.5764. An act to compensate the Grand View Hospital
and Dr. A. J. O'Brien;

H.R.6335. An act for the relief of Sam Cable;

H.R.6645. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to
provide for the construction of certain public buildings, and
for other purposes”, approved May 25, 1926;

H.R.7024. An act to authorize the sale by the United States
to the municipality of Hot Springs, N. Mex., of the north half
of the southeast quarter and the northeast quarter of the
southwest quarter of section 6, township 14 south, range 4
west, New Mexico principal meridian, New Mexico;

H.R.7788. An act for the relief of Mrs. Earl H. Smith;

H.R.8030. An act to authorize a preliminary examination
of Republican River, Smoky Hill River, and minor fributaries
of Kansas River with a view to the control of their floods;

H.R.8032. An act for the relief of the Ward Funeral
Home;

H. R. 8038.

H. R. 8061.

H.R. 8110.

An act for the relief of Edward C. Paxton;
An act for the relief of David Duquaine, Jr.;
An act for the relief of Thomas F. Gardiner;

H.R.8300. An act to authorize a preliminary examination
of Suwanee River in the State of Florida from Florida-
Georgia State line to the Gulf of Mexico;

H.R.8559. An act to convey certain land to the city of
Enfield, Conn.;

H.R.8577. An act to amend the Teachers Salary Act of
the District of Columbia, approved June 4, 1924, as amended,
in relation to raising the trade or vocational schools to the
level of junior high schools, and for other purposes;
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H.R. 8797. An act to provide a preliminary examination of
Onondago Creek, in Onondaga County, State of New York,
with a view to the control of its floods;

H.R.8901. An act to provide for the estab!ishment of a
Coast Guard station at or near Apostie Islands, Wis.;

H.R.9200. An act suthorizing the erection of a marker
suitably marking the site of the engagement fought at Colum-
bus, Ga., April 16, 1865;

H.R.9671. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to dispose of material to the sea-scout service of the Boy
Scouts of America;

H.R.10182. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to
acquire the timber rights on the Gigling Military Reservation
(now designated as Camp Ord) in California;

H.R. 10185. An act to amend the act approved June 18,
1934, authorizing the city of Port Arthur, Tex., or the com-
mission thereby created, and its successors, to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge over Lake Sabine, at or near
Port Arthur, Tex., and to extend the times for commencing
and completing the said bridge;

H.R.10187. An act to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Mis-
souri River at or near Randolph, Mo.;

H.R. 10262. An act to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of certain bridges across the
Monongahela, Allegheny, and Youghiogheny Rivers in the
county of Allegheny, Pa.;

H.R. 10316. An act to legalize a bridge across Pogquetanuck
Cove at or near Ledyard, Conn.;

H.R.10465. An act to legalize a bridge across Second
Creek, Lauderdale County, Ala.;

H.R. 10490. An act to amend chapter 9 of the act of July
1, 1898, entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of
bankruptcy throughout the United States”, approved July 1,
1898, and acts amendatory and supplementary thereto;

H.R.10975. An act authorizing a preliminary examina-
tion of Marshy Hope Creek, a fributary of the Nanticoke
River, at and within a few miles of Federalsburg, Caroline
County, Md., with a view to the confrolling of floods;

H.R.11045. An act to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio
River between Rockport, Ind., and Owensboro, Ky.;

H.R.11323. An act to authorize the coinage of 50-cent
pieces in commemoration of the founding of the first settle-
ment on Long Island, N. Y.;

H.R.11365. An act relating to the filing of copies of
income returns, and for other purposes;

H.R. 11425. An act for the relief of Gustava Hanna;

H.R. 11945, An act granting the consent of Congress to
the Department of Public Works of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts for the construction, maintenance, and
operation of certain free highway bridges fo replace bridges
destroyed by flood in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts;
and

H.J.Res. 305. Joint resclution accepting the invitation of
the Government of France to the United States to partici-
pate in the International Exposition of Paris—Art and
Technique in Modern Life, to be held at Paris, France, in
1937.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr, McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and
34 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until tomorrow,
Friday, April 3, 1936, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.
Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:
758. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army,
dated March 31, 1936, submitting a report, together with
accompanying papers, on a preliminary examination of
EKennebec River, Maine, with a view to dredging the river
from Augusta to Gardiner, authorized by the River and
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Harbor Act approved August 30, 1935; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors,

759. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army,
dated March 31, 1936, submitting a report, together with
accompanying papers, on a preliminary examination of Pass
Cavallo, Tex., and channel from Pass Cavallo to Port O'Con-
nor and Port Lavaca, authorized by the River and Harbor
Act approved August 30, 1935; to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors.

760. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army,
dated March 31, 1936, submitting a report, together with
accompanying papers, on a preliminary examination of
Naubinway Harbor, Mackinac County, Mich., authorized by
the River and Harbor Act approved August 30, 1935; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIIT,

Mr. CLAREK of North Carolina: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 476. Resolution providing for the consid-
eration of H. R. 12037; without amendment (Rept. No. 2344).
Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: Comprittee on Flood Control.
H. R. 11850, A bill providing for a preliminary examina-
tion of New Creek, Staten Island, N. Y., with a view to con-
trol of its floods; without amendment (Rept. No. 2345).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: Committee on Flood Control.
H. R. 11321. A bill to authorize a preliminary examinaticn
of the Blackstone, Seekonk, Moshassuk, and Woonasqua-
tucket Rivers and their tributaries in the State of Rhode
Island, with a view to the control of their floods; without
amendment (Rept. No. 2346). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. EICHER: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. H. R. 10589. A bill to amend section 32 of the act
entitled “An act to authorize the construction of certain
bridges ard to extend the times for commencing and/or
completing the construction of other bridges over the navi-
gable waters of the United States, and for other purposes”,
approved August 30, 1935; with amendment (Rept. No. 2347).
Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. MALONEY: Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce. H. R. 11103. A bill to extend the times for
commencing and completing the construction of a bridge
across the Mississippi River between New Orleans and
Gretna, La.; with amendment (Rept. No. 2348). Referred
to the House Calendar.

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce. H. R. 11729. A bill to extend the times
for commencing and completing the construction of a bridge
across the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, Miss., and
for other purposes; with amendment (Repf. No. 2349). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar,

Mr, DARDEN: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 12032.
A bill to amend section 10 and to repeal section 16 of the
act entitled “An act to regulate the distribution, promotion,
retirement, and discharge of commissioned officers of the
Marine Corps, and for other purposes”, approved May 29,
1934 (48 Stat. 811), and for other purposes; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 2350).. Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. PIERCE: Committee on Agriculture. H. R. 11821. A
bill to correct an error in section 16 (e) (1) of the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act, as amended, with respect to adjust-
ments in taxes on stocks on hand, in the case of a reduction
in processing tax; without amendment (Rept. No. 2351).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.
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Mr. MAVERICK: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R.
11300. A bill to provide that the sale of or dealing in beer,
wine, or intoxicating liquor in Army post exchanges and
military establishments shall be subject to regulation by the
Secretary of War; without amendment (Rept. No. 2352).
Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. STUBBS: Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation.
H. R. 11538. A bill for the relief of the Orland reclamation
project, California; without amendment (Rept. No. 2353).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. ENUTE HILL: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R.
10001. A bill to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing
certain tribes of Indians to submit claims to the Court of
Claims, and for other purposes”, approved May 26, 1920;
with amendment (Rept. No. 2354). Referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. DUFFY of New York: Committee on the Judiciary,
H. R. 149. A bill to amend section 64 of the bankruptey law
of the United States; with amendment (Rept. No. 2355).
Referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. CELLER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 11616.
A bill to fix the compensation of the Director of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation; without amendment (Rept. No.
2356). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 11690.
A bill relating to the admissibility in evidence of certain
writings and records made in the regular course of business;
without amendment (Rept. No. 2357). Referred to the
House Calendar.

Mr. MERRITT of New York: Committee on Military Af-
fairs. H. R. 12009. A bill to authorize the enlargement of
Governors Island and consenting to the use of a portion
thereof as a landing field for the city of New York and its
environs; with amendment (Rept. No. 2358). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HARTER: Committee on Military Affairs. H.R. 11920.
A bill to increase the efficiency of the Air Corps Reserve;
with amendment (Rept. No. 2359). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. COSTELLO: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R.
8050. A bill to authorize the acquisition of land for mili-
tary purposes in San Bernardino and Kern Counties, Calif.,
and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No.
2360). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

Mr. McLEAN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9042,
A bill to provide for the sale of the Port Newark Army Sup-
ply Base to the city of Newark, N. J.; with amendment (Rept.
No. 2363). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Mr. DEMPSEY: Committee on Irrigation and Reclama-
tion. 8. 4232. An act to create a commission and to extend
further relief to water users on United States reclamation
projects and on Indian irrigation projects; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 2364). Referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. DEMPSEY: Committee on Irrigation and Reclama-
tion. S. 3488. An act to provide for an examination and
survey to determine the best utilization of the surplus waters
of the San Juan River and to determine the feasibility and
cost of storing such waters and of diverting them to the Rio
Chama; with amendment (Rept. No. 2365). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of rule XXII, committees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were
referred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 11983) granting a pension to Elizabeth F.
Booher; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and
referred to the Commitiee on Pensions.
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A bill (H. R. 11816) fo correct the United States Coast
Guard service of Jesse D. Gause; Committee on Naval Af-
fairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CITRON: A bill (H. R. 12131) to broaden the bene-
fits provided for rural rehabilitation under the Emergency
Relief Appropriation Act of 1935, and fo extend similar
benefits to the urban population, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. ELLENBOGEN: A bill (H. R. 12132) to further
amend the National Housing Act, to provide relief for mer-
chants who suffered losses by floods, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 12133) to authorize a pre-
liminary examination of the Congree, Sanfee, and Cooper
Rivers and their tributaries in the State of South Carolina
with a view to the control of their floods; to the Committee
on Flood Confrol.

By Mr. MAAS: A bill (H. R. 12134) limiting officers of
the Navy from serving more than 4 years out of any con-
secufive 8 years on duiy in the Navy Department, Wash-
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. FIESINGER: A bill (H. R. 12135) providing for a
preliminary examination of the Sandusky River, at Fremont,
Ohio, with a view to control of its floods; to the Committee
on Flood Control.

By Mr. ENGEL: A bill (H. R. 12136) to amend sections 2
and 3 of title I of the social-security law approved August
14, 1935; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HALLECK: A bill (H. R. 12137) for a survey and
examination of the lake shore of the State of Indiana; to
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. WELCH: A bill (H. R. 12138) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to convey certain interests of the United States
in and to a fract of land formerly a part of the military res-
ervation of the Presidio of San Francisco and thereafter con-
veyed upon condition to the city and county of San Prancisco
for certain purposes, to the Golden Gate Bridge and Highway
i)érstrict for highway purposes; to the Committee on Military

alrs.

By Mr. McSWAIN (by request) : A bill (H. R. 12139) pro-
viding for continuing retirement pay under certain condi-
tions of officers and former officers of the Army, Navy, and
Marine Corps of the United States, other than officers of the
Regular Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, who incurred physical
disability while in the service of the United States during the
World War, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Resolution (H. Res. 478) requesting
that the Postmaster General resign from his political post as
chairman of the Democratic National Committee or from his
Cabinet office; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads.

By Mr. MAPES: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 555) to create
a Joint Committee on the Reorganization of the Administra-
tive Branch of the Government; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. ENGEL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 556) providing
for a commission to study and make recommendations as to
the various systems providing for old-age benefits with a view
of recommending more adequate provisions for such old-age
assistance and benefits; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

MEMORIALS
Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials were presented
and referred as follows:
By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legislature of Puerto
Rico, regarding an amendment to the Organic Act of Puerto
Rico; to the Committee on Insular Affairs,
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, pﬂmtebﬂlsandmolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BURNHAM: A bill (H. R. 12140) for the relief of
Burlton Wake; to the Commitiee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12141) for the
relief of Truscon Steel Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CORNING: A bill (H. R. 12142) for the relief of
Cyrus M. Lasher; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DIETRICH: A bill (H. R. 12143) granting a pen-
sion to Freeman Isaac Lott; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. ELLENBOGEN: A bill (H. R. 12144) for the relief
of the Federal Enameling & Stamping Co.; to the Commit-
tee on War Claims.

By Mr. GREEN: A bill (H. R. 12145) for the relief of
DePass & Maines and the Alachua County Hospital; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. GRISWOLD: A bill (H. R. 12146) for the relief of
Frank Monroe; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 12147) for
the relief of the New York & Baltimore Transportation Line;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. KINZER: A bill (H. R. 12148) granting a pension
to Mae Buckius; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 12149) to amend and cor-
rect application for copyright filed by Effie Canning Carlton
on February 10, 1915, with the register of copyrights and
bearing renewal registration no. 6384, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. MAAS: A bill (H. R. 12150) to authorize certain
officers of the United States Navy, and officers and enlisted
men of the Marine Corps, to accept such medals, orders,
diplomas, decorations, and photographs as have been ten-
dered them by foreign governments in appreciation of serv-
ices rendered; to the Commitiee on Naval Affairs.

By Mrs. O'DAY: A bill (H. R. 12151) for the relief of Rose
Hausman Weidman (nee Reisla Hausman) ; fo the Commit-
tee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 12152) granting a pension to
Dora Samples; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12153) for the relief of Roberta Carr;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12154) grant-
ing a pension to Louvisa Brewer; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 12155) granting a pen-
sion to Lela Lewellin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R, 12156) for the relief of Wayne
Alvis Suddith and Leona Bernice Suddith, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12157) for the relief of Rood Hospital,
of Hibbing, Minn., Dr. H. E. Binet, of Grand Rapids, Minn.,
Sidney E. Mobley and Lucille E. Mobley, of Hale, Mo., and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

10648. By Mr, COLDEN: Resolution adopted by the City
Council of the City of Los Angeles, Calif., on March 24, 1936,
memorializing thePresidentandtheComressof the United
States to appropriate funds for the continuance and comple-
tion of flood-control construction under the direction of the
ArmyengineersmlnsAngelestntyoimeStateofCah-
fornia; to the Committee on Flood Control.

10649. By Mr. CONNERY: Petition of the Lawrence
(Mass.) Harugari Association, Inc., protesting against the
proposed additional tax fo be placed on malt beverages; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

10650. By Mr. DUFFY of New York: Resolution adopted by
the Irondequoit Chapter, National Society, Daughters of the
American Revolution, Rochester, N. Y., endorsing the Reyn=
olds-Starnes bill (H. R. 11172) and opposing enactment of
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the Kerr-Coolidge bill (H. R. 8163), pertaining to aliens, and
for the removal of difficulties of becoming American citizens;
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization,

10651. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition of the Board of
Supervisors of the County of Westchester, State of New York,
referring to the appropriation for the erection of new ar-
mories throughout the United States and especially for the
city of Mount Vernon, N. Y.; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

10652. By Mr. HILDEBRANDT': Resolution of the Com-
mercial Club of Tolstoy, S. Dak., restricting the importation
of livestock or livestock products from any foreign country
harboring foot-and-mouth disease or any other transmissible
diseases of livestock which do not now exist in the United
States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

10653. By Mr. KENNEY: Petition of the Lincoln School
Parent-Teacher Association (125 members), endorsing the
Federal food and drug bill by Mr. CopeLand (S. 5); to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

10654. Also, petition of the Lincoln School Parent-Teacher
Association (125 members), endorsing the Petfengill bill
(H. R. 6472) and requesting that it be brought before the
House of Representatives for a hearing; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

10655. Also, petition of the Summit Junior High School
Parent-Teacher Association (267 members), endorsing the
Federal food and drug bill by Mr. Coperanp (S. 5); to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

10656. Also, petition of the Summit Junior High School
Parent-Teacher Association (267 members), endorsing the
‘Pettengill bill (H. R. 6472) and requesting that it be brought
before the House of Representatives for a hearing; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

10657. Also, petition of the William McKinley School
Parent-Teacher Association of Camden, N. J. (70 members),
endorsing the Neely-Pettengill bill (S. 3012, H. R. 6472), and
requesting that it be brought before the House; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

10658. Also, petition of Local 377, Brotherhood of Paint-
ers, Decorators, and Paperhangers of America, unanimously
favoring another appropriation by the President to continue
Works Progress Administration projects; to the Committee
_on Appropriations.

10659. Also, petition of the State Council Welfare Com-
mittee (over 50,000 members), opposing the Kerr-Coolidge
bill and endorsing the Reynolds-Starnes immigration re-
striction and alien deportation registration bill (H. R. 11172,
S. 4011) ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

10660. By Mr. MURDOCK: Resolution of the Board of
County Commissioners of Box Elder County, Utah, urging
further appropriations for the Public Works Administra-
tion; to the Committee on Appropriations.

10661. By Mr. SADOWSKI: Petition of the citizens of
Detroit, Mich., endorsing House bill 8540; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

10662. Also, petition of the International Workers Order,
endorsing the Frazier-Lundeen social-insurance bill (H. R.
9680) ; to the Committee on Labor.

10663, Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of
- Detour, Mich., endorsing the building of a bridge across the
Straits of Mackinac; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

10664. Also, petition of 71 members of the International
Workers Order, Detroit, Mich., endorsing House bill 9680; to
the Committee on Labor,

10665. Also, petition of residents of Detroit, endorsing
House bill 8540, introduced by Congressman KENNEY, of New
Jersey; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

10666. By the SPEAKER.: Petition of the Hornell Cham-
ber of Commerce, Hornell, N. Y.; to the Committee on Flood
Control.

10667. Also, petition of the Utah Workers Alliance, Local
No. 1; to the Committee on Appropriations.
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SENATE
FRIDAY, APRIL 3, 1936
(Legislative day of Monday, Feb. 24, 1936)
The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, on the expiration
of the recess.
THE JOURNAL
On request of Mr. Roeinson, and by unanimous consent,
t.herea.dingottheJouma.Iotthepmceedingsofthecal-
endar day Thursday, April 2, 1936, was dispensed with, and
the Journal was approved.
CALL OF THE ROLL
Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will eall the roll.
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-

tors answered to their names:
Adams Chavez Eeyes ttman
ishurst Clark xfgg B

ustin Connally La Follette Radcliffe
Bachman Coolldge Lewls Reynolds
Balley Copeland Logan Robinson
Barbour Couzens Lonergan Bchwellenbach
Barkley Davis Long Bheppard
Benson Donahey MeGill Shipstead
Ellbo Duffy McEKellar Bmith
Black Fletcher McNary Thomas, Okla.
Bone Frazier Maloney Thomas, Utah
Borah Gibson Minton Townsend
Brown Glass Moore
Bulkley Guffey Murphy
Bulow Murray Vandenberg
Byrd Hastings Neely Van Nuys
Byrnes Hatch Norris Wagner
Capper Hayden Nye alsh
Caraway Holt O'Mahoney Wheeler
Carey Johnson Overton

Mr, LEWIS, I announce that the Senator from Alabama
[Mr. BANkHEAD], the Senator from California [Mr. McAbpoo],
the Senator from Florida [Mr. TrammzLL], the Senator from
Colorado [Mr. Costican], and the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. GErrY] are absent from the Senate because of illness:
and that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL], my col-
league the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr, DreTERICH], the
Senator from Nevada [Mr. McCarrax], the Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr. Gorel, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
BurkE], and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GeorGe] are
unavoidably detained.

Mr. AUSTIN. I announce that the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. Dickinsonl, the senior Senator from Maine [Mr,
Hare], the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Mercatr]l, the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Sterwer], and the junior Sena-
tor from Maine [Mr, WHITE] are necessarily absent.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-nine Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. CAPPER presented petitions numerously signed by
members of the Women’s Study Club, of Hoyt, and mem-
bers of the Methodist Episcopal Churches of Hoyt and
Mayetta, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the enact-
ment of the so-called Neely bill (S. 3012) to prohibit the
compulsory block-booking and blind-selling of motion pic-
tures, which were referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce.

He also presented a letter in the nature of a petition
from the Ludell (Kans.) Equity Exchange, praying for the
prompt enactment of the bill (H. R. 6772) to amend the
Grain Futures Act to prevent and remove obstructions and
burdens upon interstate commerce in grains and other com-
modities by regulating transactions therein on commodity
futures exchanges, to limit or abolish short selling, to curb
manipulation, and for other purposes, which was orderea
to lie on the table. -

He also presented letters in the nature of memorials from
Star Valley Grange, No. 1661, of Iola; Shawnee Grange,
No. 168, of Overland Park; Manhattan Grange, No. 748,
of Manhattan; and Fairplain Grange, No. 1719, of Bur-
lingame, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of
EKansas, remonstrating against the enactment of Senate bill
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